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CHAPTER No, 1

THE VIRGIN MOTHER
By George R, Clements, LL.By N.D., D.C., 0.D., Ph.D,

Previous to the present patriarchal system, a long reign of the
Virgin Mother prcvailed,

Even modern science admits that the female exlsted firstj that
she 1s the main truck of the race, and stlill continues as such; that
she brought the male into being, and that the son was virgin born.

In thet remote age there was no sterile, masculine god on the
throne, The Virgin Mother was worshipped as Goddess and Creatrix,

According to Dr. A.S.Raleigh, that vas back in 13,000 B.C. =--l/omen
and Super=Woman, p. 1.

Traces of this matriarchal relgn appear in ancient scriptures,
including those of the Jews (Jer.44:17),

When man, in his struggle against woman, finally rose to powver,
he cast his Vlrgin Mother from the throne,y changed the ancient low
that man shall lzave Tather and mother ané cleave unto his vife
(Gen.2:2h), and replaced it with his later lavy, that woman's desire
shall be to her husband, and he shall rule over her (Gen,3:16),

In maling these radical changes in anclent vorship, 1t vas nece
sary for the young, budding, male priesthood to proceed cautiously
in order to pacify the peopie and prevent rebdellion, So it vas
deemed expecient, among other things, to clothe the new male gods in
the gowns of the dethronecd Goddesses.,

That_1s the little-knowvn sceret reason vhy the gospel Jesus
alvays appearcd drcssed as g woman &nc never as a m

Il s

In referring to these things in our How To Llve Magazine in
1933, we published some articles on the Virgin Birth.

One of our able contemporaries, Dr. Herbert M, Shelton, not
agreeing with the views preésented %ook occasion to express himself
on the subject in his Wholesome L{ving Magagine, but wvas careful not
to send us a copy of that particular issve, So that phase of the
metter did not come to our attention until one of hils readers sent
us a copy, and suggested that we answor Shelton in our magazine,

llad we talken exception to something that Shelton wrote, and
published our dissentions, we had been particular to see that a copy
wvas sent to him, so he could seec vhat we had to say, thus giving him

due notice of our dissention and an opportunity to reply, in case
he had any to make,

llis article in his magazine to which ve refer, began:

"I have rcceived frequent requests to say something about virgin
births-~parthenogenesis,

"iuch has been said about it in certain quarters, and we have

wlis




been directed to this measure os a means of recial improvement."
Dr, Sihelton holds that vhile partheincgensis is possible in some
Instances, ond actually does occur in the case of some animels, it

is o precess of procreation that leads to retrogression, His words
are:

"It is quite probable that 21l forms of asexual reproduction,
except, perhaps, the very lowest forms of life (protozoa), are
pathological cond are the resvlt of the loss of integrity"...

"A)ll of the facts that I can find bearing either directly or
indirectly upon virginal reproduction (parthencgenesis), and the
conditions upon which this form of repreduction depends, both in
plant and aninal, show that they lead inevitably to degeneration,
ond that the con& tions that restore vitality and vigor to the degen-
erate forms, inveribly restore se:uwal reproduction,

"Nearly two years ago I urote a lengthy article under the title
"Sexual Reproduction Nature's Preferred llethod," and subritted it
to the magazine that has done most to nislead the public abont this
matter of virgin births: but the article was turned dovn, The Rditor

lacked the courage to let his readers read the other side of the
natter " --Ibid,

The direct charge that Hov To Live Magazine "has done most to
mislead the public about the matter of virgin births", made it neces-
sary for me, as the editor of this publication, either to admit
that the Virgin Birth as to humanity, is only an ancient myth with

no foundation in fact, or else challenge Dr. Shelton to n debate on
the subjecct.,

That our readers vho have not heard of Dr, Shelton, may linow
vhat it mcans to engage vith him in a debate upon any subject per-

taining to health and the functions of the humen body, we shall first
introduce him,

Dr. Shelton has been pursuing his studies of these matters for
more than twenty-five years, If he 1s not the leading Naturopath
in this country, then he is at least considered by all who lnow him
as one of the leadlng Naturopaths, and he vell merits that stonding.
He is a prolific vwriter, ond has been "pushing his pen" for years in
turning out health literature, being the author of many books, inclu-
ding his late "seven volume health library",

During the years 1025 to 1928 he vas on the editorisl stoff of
Bernarr Macfadden's Physical Culture Publications, New Yerk City.

Since that time he has been conducting his Health Schoel at San
Antonio, Texas,

The older readers of How to Live will recall with much pleasure
the many excellent articles from the pen of Dr, Shelton thatphave
appeared in the pages of this magazine, He vas once on the cditorial
staff of How to Live and served ably in this capacity., Our older
readers vill notice that Dr., Shelton enters this debate vith his
usval vigor and they will readily sce thet his fighting spirit has

not dimmed, This promises to malie the debate hoth excliting and in-
structive,
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This brief account of his work reedily shows that he is not Jjust
an ordinary Neturopathy who has accidentally gotten into print, In
fact& I had rather meet in this debate any other Naturopath in the

world than Shelton, This statement is based upon the fact that I
have read practically all his writings, and the vritings and corre=-
spondence courses of all other Naturopaths and health lecturers of
note, I lmow by this that he has gone further and deeper in the
study of health and the functions of the human body than any other
doctor in this country, whether he be drug or drugless, with the
possible exception of 5r. Kingsley S, Clauch,

Hovever, since Shelton has publicly questioned and disputed the
correctness of my written statements upon the subject of the Virgin
Birth, I have been forced into the unplcasant position of either ad-
mitting that I am wrong and he is right, or of meeting him in a de=-
bate, and let the public render its declsion upon the facts presente

After considering the matter, I adcpted the latter course and
decided to go down fighting like a brave soldier, feeling sure that
my efforts to do my best would win the syupathy of some of my read-
ers, and they would place flowers on my grave, ©So I sent Dr. Shelto
a challenge of battle, I notified him that I was willing to engage
with him in a debate in these pages, and he promptly accepted, feeling
sorry for me no doubt wvhen he did so, but also happy to have an op=
portunity to cxpose my ignorance to Ehe public,

Therefore, if I am defeated in this debate, I desire my readers
to lnow in advance that I met nerhaps the ablesE Naturopathy in the
world today, and this fact should serve to nitigate somevhat the dis
grace that usually accompanies defeat,

Dr, Shelton's first article in this debate appears below, In
his letter of transmittal, he sayss

"I am enclosing five installments of the debate, I have numbered
them 1,2,3,%, and 5, in the order I want them run, I want them pub=
lished as %hey are, without any editing, beyond correcting any mis-
takes in spelling, punctuation or English, which you may discover,
Please do not changec the expressions, such as my exprcssion 1life
forms! or 'forms of life!, to conform to your owm theories of life,
Let me have ny say in my way and then you Jjumnp onto it with both fee
in your replies" (Letter dated Feb, 25, 1936).

We assured him Lhat his deslires shall be observed, for we want
everything to be fair and honest in the matter. As he appears to have
more articles to submit, and as only one will appear each month, this
debate will cover a considerable period of time, As some startling
and long-forgotten information has been resurrrected in this work,
it vill be well for our readers not to miss any of it,

SEX ALONE IS REAL

Chapter No. 1

Lord Bacon has been dead a fev hundred years, and the scho i
method has long been in disrepute, The inductive’method is ggﬁlggflc
ployed in all true scientific procedure,
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Unfortunatelr, those wiio have set out to prove that man is but a
degenerate vonan, that all of us are descended from a race of gods
thal eristed and propagated by some pecullar mcthod in some mythical
and far away age of the Gods, have revived the old armchalr mnethod
of the medieval scholastics,

Into this discussion of human degeneracy and virgin births,
have been poured meny irrelevant and superilous clements, both by
way of padding and by way of injecting the religious and mystical.
Dissenters nave a lot of foul mud throwm at themn-~for it is easier
to throw mud than to meet issues, To the writer it scens that the
issue is one of the scientific method versus the scholastic methodj
of verified fact versus pure speculations; of the ascertained orderly
workings of Neture versus ancient myths; of science versus supersil-
tion,

Into the sexual phasc of this discusslon has been dumped a great
sarbage~heop of ascetisism, nental nastiness, pathological phenorcna
and dowvm=-rirht isnorance of the simplest things around us, I deen
it necessary to clear avay a lot of this rubbish before discussing
virgin birth per se.

A rather unusual and far-fetched interprctotion has becn placed
upon the statement in the Bible thot "male and female creatcd He
them," This interpretation is not only cantained in the above words,
but is positively excluded by the original, The llebrew word trans-
lated female is Nequebsh and means literzlly '"the thing to be bored."
It is an excellent expression of the ancicnt Hebrew conception of
woman ,

The word translated mele means "memory," It may have been used
to signify image~~thus man was the image of God, and woman was "the
thinz to be bored". Convert that into hermaphrcdite god if you can,
(Bven a hermaphrodite god is not a woman, .Jccording to the insane
Theory we are here discussing men is a degenerate wonan, But as
they actually picture it, both men and vomon are degenerate gods.)

luch fallocy, toc, flows from the statcment in Genesis that the
"sons of God" cohabiteé with the daughters of men, Sometimes, in
trying to understand others, it helps to know vhat they are saying,
The correct translation of %his passage is: "The sons of the sover-
eigns (the ruling class), seeing the daughters of the inferior sort
(the common people) vere fair, took them by force and ravished them
at their pleasure." Ccmpare this translation with the facts of hise
tory and you can sec hcw Lrue it is, The King Jemes version trans-
lation is vholly unintelligible., In very truth the Bible has never
been tronslated into English., It is largely a bool on se: worship
and not even the efforts of Dr. Clements to convert the ancient
nysteries into repositcries of Atlantean Wisdom (Ishall later show
that Atlantis vas impossible) can rob these "mysteries" of their
orglastic character,

The clainm is made that the natural woman is frigid, This claim
has no foundation in fact. Frigidity is almost unknown outside
Christian countries, 1In Christian countries, less then half of the
wonen arc pscudo~-frigid. That is, an apparent frigidity exists in
many due to prudery, repression, ill-health, lack of love for one's
husband, fear, ete,
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It is estimated that about one percent of civilzed women zre
absolutely or physiologically frigid, These vomen agre¢ victims of
failure of developnient, Infantile uteruses and other evidences
of defects exist, Even a virgin birth would be ocut of the range
of possibilities for these "pure" ladics. Frigidity is distinctly
a pathological condition.

Pathology is brcught in as an argument against sex, It seems
that the writings of gmmeccologists have been ransacked for evidence
that intercourse is deadly, We arc told of cases of death during
or immeciately following intercourse; of convulsions end fits caused
by intercourse, and of other evils following in its wake.

Cne is very imprudent in studying the abnormal and basing his
conclusions upon these observations, Does not the reader of tais
magacine knov that deaths, fits, convulsions, etc.,, do not regulerly
or frequently accompany or follow intercourse, Inéeed these things
are extremely rarc and are never sceen in healthy individuals, They
have a baclground of nathology which is independent of sex.

len and women have been knoim to die while eating, while sleeping
vhile working, /re these things, therefore, dangerous and to be
avoided? Shall ve refrain from sleeping because death sometimes comes

to the sleeper?--more often pecople die viilc asleep than while in
the act of intercourse,

The cvils of sexual excess are urged against sex, Why not urge
the evils of gluttony against ceting? If the abuse of a thing is
an argument against its proper use, then the evils of wrong eating
should compel us to fast 21l of our lives, The arguments that sex
is wrong because its abuse produces evil is of a piece with this
fOllYi

A1l sexuel intercourse is falsely referred to as fornication
(fornicatlion is sex relations among the unmerried), and children of
sexual unions (there are no other kind) are said to have been "cone
ceived in sin", This evinces a state of mental nastiness that belongs
in a sewer., Such cobhscene mindedness should hide its head in shame

and not parade itself in public in the manner it does~-~disguised as
purity incarnste,

The first approach to a woman (a2 virgin) is pictured as z pain-
ful and gory operation, The fact that such a surgical operation
is necessary to intercourse 1s urged agalnst intercourse, If nature
had intended men and wvoman to have sex relations she would not have
nlaced a barrier to sucli reclations at the entrance to the vagina,
She would have left the entrance free as she did in the lover animal
So runs the arguaent,

Such an argument reveals the most abject ignorance of the lower
animals, In many of the louer animals the vagina is closed bhefore
intercourse,s The vagina of the mole is closed by a membrane vhich
the male penis tears in the {irst encounter, Scveral quadrumenes,
certain smell monlkeys, the mermoset, certain carnivora, the hear,
hyena, white-bellled seali, the daman (nailed) possess hymen, The
nzidenhead is, therefore, net peculiar to human virgins,
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The penis of the mole is a gimlet armed surgical tool with which
he cuts his uay through the sliin that overlics the vagina of the
female, As onc naturzlist describes it: '"VYoman is not the only
mammal for vhom, apart from the peculair form of the penis, the
first approaches are painful; but there is perhaps no femaie who has
better reason than the mole for fearing the male. Her vulva

xteriorly unperforated, is coverecd by hide& dovmy as that o} the
?

rest of her body; sie must, to be fecundated, undergo a veritable
surgical operation."

It may be urged that Nature intended that moles produce their
young perthogenctically. If so, vhy did she arm the male with the
necessary means of operating on the female, for the purpose of fe=

cundation? Vhy did she equip the mele with the requisite instinects
for this work?

I can see and hear the wonen all over the world laughing at
the ignorance displayed by the virgin-birth ecunuchs. For they know,
as do all nen of cxpericence and all coctors, that there is but little
sonetimes no pain in the first intercoursc, except in the rarest
instances and that there is usually only a slight trace of blood,
LCven the hymen is more rarc than is commonly supposed,

The sexual mcechenism in Nature is infinitely varied, In some
animels the female and not the male has a penis. In some spiders
the male uses one of his legs to take the "seccd" from their store-
house under his abdomen and transplant them to the "uterus" of the

femele, But everyvhere there is sex anc, Sexually, man and anlmals
obey an order that was issucd long 2go.

Even cmong hermaphroditic animals auto-fecundation is never mct
with. Nature has made this impossible in nost such animals by
placing the male andG fenale organs vhere thev cannot be brought
together. In others the male and female sex cells mature at different |
times so that auto-fecundetion is excluded, Nature cnforces sex.

Auto~fecundation is rare in plants and is excluded in most
forms in a2 variety of wvays. In some the male and female elements
mature at different times, in others the pollen is poiscnous to the
plant that produces it. in some plants there are male and female
plents so that auto-fccundation is not possible, HNature enforces
Sex,

The absence of seix characterizes only the ver¥ lovest forms of
life vwhile some forms of life live only to propagate, Sex runs
throughout nature and sciual union is universal, It is preferred
and, in most plants and animals, the only method of propagation,
Acts which produce constant and useful results seem to the writer to
be ordered by an admirable logic,

Without sex, life comes to an cnd. Revolt ageinst it is useless
Individuals may cscape it, but the race submits. "The abuse of
thought, religious prejudices, vices, serilize a part of humanity;
but this fraction is of merely socioiogical interest,"

The attempt to reverse the established order of Nature, to sub=-
stitute parthenogenetic for serual reproduction, is on o par with
the search for perpetual motion, This does not imply that partheno-

-6-




it

genetic for sexual reproductionJE s on a par with the scarch for

perpetual motion, This does not imply that parthenogenetic reproduc-
tion is absolutely impossibly (I shall deal with this in a subse-
aguent article), but merely thet it is ccntrory to the natural order
and, therefore, injurious.,

There are tuo secizesy they are complements of each other. Each
is useless without the o%her. Virginal reproduction does not

oceur in ony of the complex forms of life and no means of producing
it artificiclly hove been found, Mytholozy is a sand-foundation
upon walchi to rear a scientific superstructure,s In man and in 21l
of the higher animals the two scies have existed in the same forms
that they nowv exist as far back in time as thelr oldest fossil
remains shew man to hove existed, This is certainly moany thousands
of years beyond the time of the origin of any of ocur oldest nmyths,

Function is a corollary of structurc, Scx structure implies
sex function, The sex organs of man and woman are rigourously made
the one for the other and therc is harmonic, and mathematicol
accord between them, They are cog-vwheels that "bite" onc on the
other wvith the same exactitude that is observed in the sex organs
of the lover animals,

The practical universality of sex would scem to stomp it with
the highest aporoval, To state this slightly differeantly: God evi-
dently approves of sex, else He would not have rniade so much of it,
nor vould He have made sex the source of such equisite plcasure,

If He loolzed upon sex as an evil, he would not have equipped man
and aninals vith such powerful and driving sex urges,

In the facc of thesc obvious facts, can Dr, Clements continue
to condemn all carnal pleasures? Carnal pertains to the body and it
passlons and appetites as opnoscd to things spiritual. It relates
a8 nuch to our appetite for food,; or our enjoyment of nusic, or our
delignt in tho beautiful sccnery or a beautiful sunset or any other
pleasurc of thc senses (sensuality) as it does to the delights of
sex.s Are ue to return to the ascetic view that all plcasure is sin-
ful, that all gratification of our instinctive or physical cdesires
and needs ls ennaity wvuith God?

If one is to adnit the legitimacy of sex among the lower animals
vhile denying its legitimacy in men, one must not only close his eyes
to the existence in man as in animels, of sciz structures nerfectly
adapted to the sex function, and of eiemental biological urges which
are the same as those observed in the lover animels; but he must also
cast aside the evident unity of nature ond place man outside of the
established order 2ll around him, as an alter ens, We reiuse to
accept such a scheme,

Finally, it is urged that the doctrine of the virgin birth forms
a part of ali religions and that it is o very ancient doctrine. It
is claimed that the ancients were much further advanced than we are,
that they possessed lmnowledge that we moderns lack and that, there-
fore, ve must accept the myths of virgin birihs as representing
realitics.

Tiilis is not only poor history and bum science, it is also poor
logics The universality of a myth does not secrve %0 establish its
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truth, Nor does the fact that it is hoary vith antiqu%ty prove it
to be & fact. Indced the older it is the more reason there 1is for
questioning it.

As old and as nearly universal aos the belief in virgin born
gods is the belief in ovil spirits, spirit obscension, witchcraft,
ete. Indeed 211 of these myths are part and parcel o% the same
system of religious fallacy and e:xploitation.

During the Middle Ages it vas believed that the Devil and his
inps frequently cohabited with women, end that children resulted
from such unions, Martin Luther, himself believed in this devilish
cohabitation, and on one occasion advised that a baby, a brat of
the devil, be throwm into the river, Monts also accused the devil

of disguising hinsclf as a voman and ravishing women-~hallucinations
horn of sexual repression,

It should be observed that vhoether it wvas a devil or a god
that helped out the virgins, there was never a real virgin birth in
the lot. There was illegitimate intercourse betueen god or devil
and woman, producing a hybric, The Greek and Roran jods anq.god-
desses were an especially lecherous lot, and not only practiced
homoseruality, hut were very fond of se&ucing bhoth men and women,

LVOLUTICN VoRSUS DEVOLUTION
Comment by Clements

As we have soid, this is a debate on the subject of the Virgin
Birth between Shelton and Clements. It has reference to humanity,
and not to beasts, birdsl and beoetles, The precper title of the
debate is the Theory of Lvolution versvs the Lav of Devolution,

In the beginning the reader should be informed that there is no
foundation to the claims of nodern science as to its vast knowledge
of Man, There is no greater living scientist than Dr. Alexis Carrel,
a member of the staff of the Rochefeller Institute for Medical
Research%hand the man who has kept a piece of chickents heart elive

outside the body for 24 srears. In his late work, copyrighted 1935,
he writes:

"In faet, our ignorance (of man--Clements) is profound...The
relations between consciousness ond cerebrum (a portion of the brain
-=Clenents) are still a mystery. Ue lack almost entircly a knowledge
of the physiology of the nerve cells. To vhat extent does will-
power nodifly the organisns? Ilov is the mind influenced by the state
of the organs? In vhat manner can the organic and mental character=
istics, waich each individual inherits, be changed by the mode of
life, the chemical substances contained in the food, the climate,
and the physiologzical and moral disciplines?" (These are questions
that scicnce cannot ansver--Clements,) --Man, The Unknown pps 4,5.

This frank confession from one of the greatest living scientists
leaves the field of Human Existence open for further investigation,
and for the consideration of such ncw cvidence as may be presented,
In other words, modern sclence hes no facts nor findings with which
it is able to refute or disprove the philosophy that we shall advance

in this argument, and Shelton knows it if he is as vell=informed as
he should be, 8
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lle contend that there is a Low of Evolution as well as a Lew
of Devolution. BEither law cones into operation in harmony with the
conditions supplied. DBut the processes of Lvolution, under theilr
controlling l=v, do not transform monlkeys into men.

The Lavw of Evolution deals with the improvement of species, and
not with the change of species, Improvement ol the specics is a
fact of common observation, But the a2lleged change of specics

involved in the scientific theory of Evolution, is a fablc of the
imagination,

The Law of Evolution, correctly understood and properly applied
wvill bring humanity back %o its lost perfection. Dut modern science
says that there is no lost perfection, as man now stands at the
pinnacle of physical development, Thet is the reason vhy it does
not concern itself vith the Law of Dvolution. Corrcct linowledge of
this Law would cuickly upset the theory of IDvolution,

Modern science 1s purely atheistic, It stoutly denies the
ecristence of a Suprene Creative Principle, lNone is nceded vhen
the theory of Evolution can be-in vith a2 primordial life cell, de-
manding nutrition and capable of reproduction, and construct a man
physically, intellectually and norally, It is the Dbelief of the
world of science in such a theory thot is responsible for the chaos
and confusion found in all wvorks of science,

In this debate, we shall arrive at a correct conclusion only
by a consistent consideration of the (1) theory of Evolution, the
(2) Law of Gvolution, and the (3) Law of Devolution, For this
reason the reader should wveigh carefully all phases of the argumont
involving these three propositions,

Shelton regards as an empty myth of the superstitious ancients,
the doctrine of the Virgin Mother and the Virgin BDirth. Ilence, he
has taken the negative side of this argument,

We hold that modern humanity arc the descendants of Superior
Bisexucl Beings, and that we are supported in this view by the
rudimentary organs still remaining in the body of both male and fe=
male, Therefore, we have taken the affirmative side of this dehate.

A belief so general as the Virgin Birthy and entertaincd by the
most intelligont people in all lands, both ancient and modern, is on
that cannot be dismissed 2s the product of sheer imagination. The
story of the Virgin Birth and the ancient records of Virgin Mothers
appecar too wonderful to have Dbeen invented nerely to show that a
misunderstoocd prophecy had been fulfilled (Isa. 7:14), So miracu-

lous a doctrine could not, without sone foundation in fact, suddenly
be created by any brain, however fertile,

In the biblical text it is uritten:

"Behold, a virgin shall conceive and bear a son," (Ibid.)

But the translators wecre not satisfied with their translation,
for in the marpgin they placcd this note:

irpin shall conceive, and hear a son
gcause yve are not stable"

S
(International Series p. 695).
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This langueze appears to indicate, that the occurrence of the
Virgin Birth was once a matter so coomon, that he vho failed to
believe it was a person "not stable" in iiis opinions and belief.,

Kersey Graves states that in ancicnt Grecce it was so common
for younz wonen to assert that their offspring vere "born of God",
that the reigning king suppressed the informetion and stopped
Virgin Births by lawe. IHe issued an edict, "decrecing the death of
all young women who siuould offer such an insult to the deitg a8
to lay to him the charze of bogetting their children" (n.53).

llov simple it iw, ond how rcasonoble it appears, to suppress
any conduct or practice under the falsc pretense tha% it is "an
insult to the deity." Nor should it be suvrprising that thereal ter
There were no more virgin Births, cnd that all children were begot-
ten of men, and no morc werc "born of God."

Suppression Ly the rulers has been the regular order in every
age and in cevery land, It is occurring today all over the world;
including this "lend cof liberty and freedom,"

If a woman in the United States should now or 2t ony time actual
1y zive birth to a parthozenetic child, the one who had the convietion
end the courage to proclaim it to the public would be ridiculed and
discredited in the eyes of the world by every doctor anc every pube
lisher in the country, Far worsc then that happened to Harvey vhen
he announcec his discovery of the circulation of the blood.,

Against such conditions and opposition, how shall we or any one
else procecd to prove the truth of the Virgin 3irth by an actual oc=-
currence? Many conscicntious uedlcal doctors oppose vaccination
because they know that it docs not prevent smallpox; but they would
nct bDe pernitted to prove it in any court in this country, and
Shelton !ows it. If they attempted it, their license would be
revoked at the Dehest of the medical trust, and they would be
railroaded into oblivion. his has actually happened many times
in this country, and Shelton knous it,

But wve shall procced to place such facts and figures before
the readers of our story, that they will find it difficult to
doubt the correctness of our conclusions. We shall even present
the facts and findings of modern science to show and prove, that

Virgin Birth is much morc than a mere nyth of the "ignorant an-
cients,."

Our dehate involves a consistent and secientific discussion
of the Generative Function. Ve must consider tlhe Tree of Life
and its marvellous me:shods of producinz fruit (Cen.2:9). It is
here that wve shall either win or lose the hattle.

Sciencg and Shelton know and admit that the Generative Func-
tion is sudject to two laws, as follows to-uit:

1.—-L§w of Asexual Reproduction (Parthencgenesis, Virgin
r il e

2« Lawv of Sexual Reproduction,
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I contend that the Law of Asexual Reproduction is the primal,
fundamental% and higher form of human generation, Shelton strong-
n

1w opposes is view. He holds that the Virgin BDirth legend is
based on '"ancient myths" and "superstitions," He contends that
Sexual Reproduction is "Nature's Preferred Method" of human gener-
ation, a2nd is a higher form than Asexual .deprocduction,

Shelton feels secure in his position for the rcason that he
is supported by the theory of Lvolution, Modern science claims
that the change from Asexual to Scrual Reproduction in all in-
stances, is a merl of improvement and advancement, and that such
chanze occurs as the result of evolutionel progress, which coper-
ates incessantly to raise man to hipgher levels,

This places me in a difficult position. The theory of Lvo=-
lution is supnorted by all orthodox scientists, It is taught in
our colleges and universities, which arc supnorted by the wealth
of the nation and the powver of the government, The theory is op-
posed only by some scatiered sclentists who thinl: for themselves
and who are discredited and crushed into silence by the scientific
vorld, Any and all =dmissions made by iodern science against

the theory, are forced by evidence so overwhelaing that no other
course is possible,

If Sexual Reproduction is a form of generation superior to
the Immaculate Conception and the Virgin Dirth, as contended by
Shelton and science, then why has The act of copulation, which
must preccde sexual reproduction, been so gencrally and bitterly
condemned in ancient literature? and why were husband and wife
penalized in ancient times for committing "the motions of sin"
(Rom,735) vhich must precede the function of sexual reproduction?

The ancicnt historian Herodotus states that the ancient Baby-
lonians had a law which reguired thatee

"hen a husband and vife have had intercourse at night, they
must sit on sither side of a burning censer until dam, 2nd they
must then purify themselves by weshing before they are allowed
to touch anythinz" (liorals in Ancicnt Babylon, McCabe, p.10).

Other oncient races, including the Jews, had similar laws,
Ve reads:

"If any man's sced of copulation 7o out from him, then he
shall vash 2ll his flesh in wvater, and e unclean until the
even .. The woinan also vith uhom man shall lie vith seed of cop=
ulation, they shall both bathe themselves in water, and be un-
clean until the even" (Lev, 15:16, 18).

Shelton will ansver this by simply hurling the charge of
"ancient superstition," The course of public opinion is influ~
enced by cvidence, and not by empty and unsupported charges,

If Serual Reproduction is a function superior to Partheno-
genetic Generationw=

1, Vhy has the Immaculate Conception and the Virgin Birth
been universally regarded by all races as the hizher and ideal
process of reproduction?
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2, Uhy has sexual (carnal) generation been universally re-
garded with discust by the higheor-minded clements of humanityln
nodern and ancient, and the act considered as vile and degrading?

3, Vhy has serual (carnal) generation been univ?rsally
denounced and condemned by the Ancient Masters and Philosophers,
and declared to be a "sin unto death?"

4, VWhy should certain suffering invariable follow in the
course and walke of scrual (carnal) generation (Cen,316), inclu-
ding those serious cisturbances in the body that cause rainting,
voniting, defacation, urination, convulsions, general debility,
nerve and broin disorders, epnilepsy, paralysis, insanity, and
even death?

As we proceed vc shall see that this "ancicnt superstition”
wes wvell founded upon acutal facts in Nature, and nct upon myths
that were engendered "in sone mythical and far awcy age of the
Gods."

e meet here a condition that is vitally important in con-
nection with this debatec., e Tind a principle of Nature vhich
snovs immediately thet sometiing or someone is decidedly wrong.
Shelton specifically states:

"All of the Tacts that I can find bearing either directly or
indirectly upon virginal reproducticn (parthenogenesis), and the
conditions upon vhich this form of reproduction depends, both
in plant and animel, show thet tThey lead incvitably to degeneration,
and thaet the conditicns thet restore vitality end vizcor to the
degenerate forms, invariable restore se:ual reproduction.”

"It is quitec probable that all forms of asecxual reproduction
(virzin birth---Clements) evcept, perhaps, in the very lowest
forms of 1life (nrotozoa), are patholozical and arc the result of
the loss of integrity.,"

The findings of modern science refute, contradict, and dis-
approve the allegaticns and assertions here mede by Shelton. If
hls statements were bascd upon an actual fact in Nature, then a
coursc of rapid cdegencration is, should and nust be in progress
in such "degenerate forms" as repreduce parthcnogenetically, and
they should run their downward course anc soon disappear, On the
contrary, Wiggam, llood, and science say thatee—-

"The popular crror still is that the purnose of sex is to
secure reproduction, Paradoxical as it may sound, sex has funda-
mentally nothing to do with reproduction. The vast najority of
the organisms now knowm to science possess no sexy and yet repro=-
duce ascruelly (virzin birth---Clements) in the most prolific man-
ner" (Uood, Zvolutiocn of Sex, D 11).

There is discord here between Shelton and science, And vhere
there is discord there is crror, Let us try to Tind the error,
The huvnblest farner nows that fruitfulness is a favorable sign,
The man in the street knows that fruitfulness is not an indiecation
of disease (pathology), nor of "the loss of integrity "
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The most ignorant stock-raiser kncws that the cpnditigm of
sterility in his stock is not a favorable sign. It is an indi-
cation of degeneration and disease, These patholog cal conditions
lead to barrenness, and never to prolific reproduction.

lealthy ..others are fruitful; fruitful nothers are heglthy.
Diseased mcthers are barren or partially so. Their sterility
is the surest sign of their degeneracy.

The prolific reproductive capacity of an orgzanisc, vhether
plant or animal, proves by that fact that such orzanism is not in
a state of very serious decay.

This condition of observation, wiich ncne can well deny, dis-
poses of Shelton's bald and unsupported statement that '"virgiral
reproduction, and the conditions upon which this form of repro-
duction depends, both in plant and animal, saov that they lead
inevitabl- to degeneration,” and that "all forms of =2 sexual re-
production, except, perhaps, in the very lowest forms of llfe‘
are pathological and are the result of the less of integrity. ™
dound (ne goes to Clements by a2 wide nargin,

lound Two———"Sexual Reprcduction Nature's Preferred Method,"
declares Shelton and modern science, Pzul refers to it as '"the
carnal mind," and says that it "is ennity against Cod" (Rom. $:7).
Shelton asks:

"Are we to return to the ascetic view that all pleasure in
sinful, that all gratification of cur instinctive or physical
desires and needs is enmity with GCod?"

In the matter of "Hature's Preferred Methed" cf llegeneration,
we meet with cne of those many absurd situations in scientific
works which amaze a person who has the ability to think for him-
self, Albert Edward Wiggam, in Physical Culture magazine for
September, 1935, under the title, "Is Man the 'Wealker Sex!'"? says:

"The male of the species was apparently a mere after thought
on the part of Mother Nature (P, 12).

Clement Wood is of the same opinion:

"The female is the primary and original se:x, and continues
throughout as the main trunk: the male element was added after-
wvards for purposes of variation. The male 1s, therefore, a mere
after-thought of Nature" (Evolution of Se:x, p. 19).

Wcod writes:

"The gopu}ar error still is that the purpose of se:xt is to se-
cure reproduction., Paradoxical as it may sound, sex has funde-
mentally nothing tc do with reproduction,"

Wiggam falls in line:

"Cf course it is commenly supposed that the object of having
two somes is merely to insure reproduction; but this is obviously
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not the case, since reproduction (in human being---Clements) has
rone on happily for many ages with but onc sex; and it 1Is still
going on in an enormous number of species" (with but one sex—==
Clements).--P.C., p. 13).

Since the purpose of two sexes is not to secure reproduction,
Wood asks!---

"What, then, is the purpose of sex? In other words, what
office does it perform in the functioning of life? Modern bio-
logy ansvrers that sex is a device for keeping up a difference of
potential energy in life by securing variation" (Zvol, of Gex).

Science speaks again, this time through the voice of Prof,
Lester F, Vard, and says:

"Life begins as female .,,., The female is not only the primery
and original sex, but continues throughout as the main ftrunk ...
The male is, therefore, as it vere, a mere after-thought of Nature
«ss Life begins with the female organism and is carried on for
2 long distance by means of females alone ... The female not only
typifies the race, but, metaphor aside, she IS the race ...
Assuredly, it would be absurd to regard as male, an organism
propagating asexually" {parthenogenetically --- Clements.).=--
Pure Sociology, p. 313.

This startling admission by a modern scientist forces Frances
Svriney to exclaim:

"Here we come face to face with a long-forgotten truth:
The first male, the first son of the mother, vas ever virgin-born,"
---Woman ¢: Natural Lav, p.ll,

Here is the origin of the male that uve call Man, He first
came into being uncder the primel lav of Aseiual Generation. He
is the son of a Virgin Mother, and still carries in his body
her distinctive creative organs, in a rudimentsry state, to prove
both his origin and his degenerate condition,

This "long-forgotien truth" wvas known to the "ignorant an=-
cients," It forms the foundation of their doctrine of the Virgin
Mother and the Virgin Birth, which Shelton calls "“pure speculation,"
and "ancient myths," and "superstition,"

Modern science zdmits that:

1, Life begins vith the female and is carried on a long dis-
tance by means of females alone (lJard, ».313).

2. The female is primary, the male se:: is secondary (MWood

3. Sex has fundamentally nothing to do wvith reproduction
(Wiggam, Vood, n.11l).,

4, The male is simply and only a fertilizer (Swinevy, p.35).

5« Pertilization in its essence has nothing to do wvith re-
procuction (Prof. Curtis, Science [M.S. vol. 12, December 21, 1500) .
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Again, ve clearly see that something or someone is decidedly
wrons, It is not reasonable, nor logical, nor consistent, nor
scientific to hold, that “Na%ure‘s Preferred Method" of repﬁoduc-
tion did and should come into existence and operation as a “mere
after-thought," long ages after the race had been produced and
perpetuated by the Primal Process of Parthenc{enesis,

To make matters nore preposterous, we are aseriously assured
by modern scicnce that “"sex has fundamentally nothing to do with
reproducticn," and that the express purnose of “Nature‘s.Preferred
liethod" of reproduvction is that only of "securing variation,"

The process of partiicnogenesis would still be in operation
had not lother Nature growm weary of the merked similarity of
her children, and soughl to inject greater varicty into humanity
by branching off from dsexucl Generction end trying a new method
as an experiment, Is this the diction of scicnce, or the prattle
of a child?

Asexucl Reproduction, according to the findings and admis-
sions of modern sclence, was the primary and the principal method
of humon generation for long ages before "Nature'!s Preferred
Method" of semmual goneration came into operation, Men are not
regarde¢ by Natural Scicnce as being cuual to the Supreme Creative
Principle in matters of Intelligence; vet men know cnough to place
things and methiods of the "preferrcd" class at the top of the
list, and things and methods of lesser znd secondary importance
follow in their order. IExperience shows that in this rcspect
Nature is more careful, particular, and efficient than man,

This presentation of the matter appcars logical, consistent
and scicntific beyond the shadov of a reasonable doubt, Therefore,
the primery, principal, and “preferrcd" nethod of human generation
vas that of Asciual Reprocduction, Parthenogenesis, Virgin Birth,
Serual Reproduﬁtion appearcc ages later as a lesser, secondary
process, as a mnere after-thought," and the express purpose of it
was simply to "multiply variety,” and fundamentally, it has "noe
thing to do with reproduction" " (Wiggem, Wood),

There you are, The Virgin liother and the Virgin Birth are
facts in Human Generation., The battle is won, the debate closed
almost before it commenced,

Shelton defcated himsclf Ly his owm statements alnost before
I had time te get vormed up. He 1s defeated by the findings ~nd
admissions of the same scicnce that he expected to employ to show

vhot a dumb dunce I am, and how stupid were the "ignorant ancients"
to believe in such nonsense as the Virgin Mother ond Virgin Birth,

The real cdebate is cvery, but I am not going to leave my read.
ers on such short notice, There will be further entertainment,

I shall next do some shedow-boxinz in order to show what a dumb
dunce orthodox scicnce is.

The title of Shelton's article herec is "Sex Alone is Real."
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Lot us suggest that Iec is real, TUnder the application of
heat the ice becomes water, and nore heat reduces the vater to
vapor that vanishes from vicw into thin air. This demonstrable
fact is not a mere superstition of the ancients nor the "orderly
workings of Neture versus ancient myths,"

then I begin shadow-boxing in earncst, and Furn the_heat in-
to Shelton's story of "Sex alone is real," you will see it also
melt and vanish into thin air,

We suggest that our readers write us from time to time, ex-
pressing their unbiased viecws of the arsument, State vhether we
may publish your letter, or excerpts thercfromy; with your namc.
Shelton's address is Dox 1277, San Antonio, Texas. UWe shall both
be pleased to have your comment on the debate,

Pu.Semwm= here is Dr, Victor H., Lindlahr? Some onc pleasc send
us his present addrcss. Ve night as well line hin up with Shelton
1iile ve have our fun loaded, and kill two birds vith one shot,

No use wasting eammunitions Ie publicly ridiculed me in his Jourw
nal, and falled and refused to rebly to my letter that 1 wrote
him about it,

In his publication, "The Way," dated February, 193h, Pe?
under the title "Rape of Truth," Dr, Lindlzhr vrote:

1A health magazine--=How to Live=~-published in Oklahoma and
edited bv G.R.Clements---has often come to my notice..., On page
16 of the Dececmber, 1933, issue, writing uncer the titlef—-"The
Normal Woman IS F 131&-—3 appears '"the most outrageous piffle
conceiveble, The stuff is so contrary to everyday knowledge and
cxperience that, well, lct me quote from the article and make
ny comient later,"

Dr., Lindlahr then cosumes a half-pege in comment upon the
Youtrageous piffle" that "the normel wvonan is frigid." One of
hie readers vas elated to lImowv that he did not cndorse the "“out-
rageous piffle" of the Virgin Birth, and vrote Dr, Lindlahr to
that effects A portion of his letter, withocut his name, apneared
on p.5 of the March, 193%, nunber of Dr, Lindlahr!s "The Way,"
from wvhich we guote as foilous:

"Jas 7lad to sce that some one norc important thon my humble
seli Took a shot at the uditor of the How to Live magazine in
connection vwith his articles on the Virgln Dirth.". ..

If any more desire to take "a shot at the Dditor of How to
Live nagazine in connection with his articles on the Virgin Birth,"
Just fire away, and you will be ansvered.==-Clements,

Rejuvenation vs. Prevention

By Kezia

Dr. Bugenc Steinach, world femed Austrian rejuvenation ex-
pert, has recently written, between the lines more than he prob-
ably intended to say. "Sexual hormones control not only eractic
life, but the vhole physicnl and mental activity," Students of



the regenerate life have long declared that the preservation of
sexual hormones, or seed, vastly increcases man's power in every
field of endeavor,

The abuse of sex has been the chicf factor in the downfall
of every great civilization of the past, 3abylon, Chaldea, As=
syria, Damascus, Rome, have fallen at the taint o sexuali%y.
The nations today mos% restrained in sexuel expression--~England,
America, Germany, shov the greatest achilevenments.

Katherine Mayo has shoun that sex abusc is the curse of
India today; that the people are debilitated and ept on a low
level of devclonment not by climate but by sexual excesses, In
the comparatively long period between adolescence and marriage

in Europe and Anerica, uve find the greatest amount accomplished
in all fields of progress,

Even the most primitive savages realize the vaste of human
energies, physical and mental, and have a serics of complicated
tabus governing the expression of sex-lifc,

The cniof wastes of nan's enersies and powers are 1, Anmuse-
ments, 2, Stimulants. 3. Food. 4. Sex., Nothing so weakens the
human orgcnism as the repitition of the nervous crisis of the
sexual acty nething so exhausts the reserve of nervous capital,

Chapter 2
VIRGII! DIRTII DCDATE

The first installment of the Virgin Birth Debate betwecn
Shelton and Clements appeared in our April Number. It will run
about eight months, Seven articles have been prepared, one to
appear cach month,

The debate is arousing intercst, Letters are pouringz in,
Due to limited space, ve do not nromise to publish them all, If
received, as many vill be published in favor of one side as the
other,

You must not miss any of the debate, The Virgin Birth has
been a motted question for centuries, Much has been written on
both sides, but modern science ridicules the suggestion,

Never before has such a nass of material been marshalled
into orderly form as Sheolton and Clements vill present in this
debate, They have almost searched to the ends of the earth, and
considered everything of note that has been said on the subject,

lumanity in general knous not that this is the pivotal point
around yvhich well be proven the truth or falsity of Zvolution,
The trutih or fallacy of the Virgin Dirth Doctrine goes to the very
roots of munan development and regenerotion, Clements says:

1, If serual reproduction is the superior method of human
propagation, the racc would never, can never, rise above its pre-
scnt level on the animal planc, Then man's superior and marvelous
intelect is of small value, BSut if the Immaculate Conception and
the Virgin Dirth are facts in Nature, a reason for man's marvelous




intellect at oncec appears, Dy its proper use he riscs superior
to pure animality.

2, In that use man brings into cperation the much-discusscd
but long-lost function of Creative Thought, about vhich the world
mows little, This immediately arcuses the long-lost function of
self-generation, by starting a resurrectlon of the atronhicd
orzans through vhich such function vas oxpresscd. Due to lack
of use, these organs arc now dormant and their function 1s gone.

3. It is another Law of Nature that rnuscles and organs
atrophy vhen nct used, The science of anatomy shows that there
are many dormant organs in the body.

Nature malres nothing in vain. Bverything has a purpose,
These dormant organs vere once useful, They may be resurrected

end become useful againe-then the Law of Regeneration 1s discover=-
ed and applied,

It vas this line of logical rcasoning on the part of Clements
that put S8helton into action, Ilie mew that it was stupid to sug-
gest that the Road to Regeneration lay in a revival and resurrec-
tion of the body's rudimentary organs, In hls sarcasm at the
thought, he says:

= Jle have been pointed to thiz (revival and resurrection of
the bodyl!s rudimentary and dormant organs---Clements) as a means
of racial improvement,"

Shelton admits that the body contains many rudimentary organs.
that is their use, if any? Did they ever have any use? ihy are
they present? Why don't they disappear? If they vere resurrected,
vhat would it mean? ‘'hat do Shelton and Clements say about these
things? Iuxley, the famous sclentist, in "anatony of Vertebrates,"
made this statement:

"There 1s every reason to believe that Hermephroditism (Bis=-
exualism) was the primitive, first, or carliest condition of the
sexmal apparatus or reproductive organs; and that unisexuality
is but the result of partial abortion of the other sex, in nales
ond females respectively,"

"If of no use, rudimentary organs, or parts, should have dis-
appeared long ago; but if they are of use, they arc arpguments for
telegony, which means that they arc of speclal valuc, of past and
future service, both,"

If we accept Huxley's vievy, we behold in the beginning, as
he first fruits of Creation, that Primal Perfection which we have
a right to expect from the Source that has produced all the hbeau-
ties and vonders of the world, We behold a superior organism,
with all its glands developed and functional, If that if the true
ansver, then the Road to Regencration lies in a course of living
that wlll resurrect and revive the present rudimentery and atrophied
organs.,

If we reject Huxley'!s vieu, ve have no logical way to account
for the rudimentary orgens, except to agrec with the Ivolutionist,
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thet they are the atrophied remains of organs cnce useful in the

lover enimel stages of man's developnent, but worthless and of no
use nov. Hwiey says that if of no use, they should have disap-

peared long ago.

If Regencration is possible, it lies here, If Nuxley is
right, then Regencration is a fact, If the Dvolutionist is right,
then ﬁegeneration is a feble, That is the substance of the debate
betieen Shelton and Clements. Shelton supports the Evolutionist;
Clements supports the Devolutionist,

Rudimentary organs point to devolution, Clements says. They
point to evolution says the Evolutionist, Which is correct?
This debate may help to decide,

Shelton~Clements Debate

Comment Dby Readers

Dear Dr., Clements: I am enjoying the study of your Advanced
Course, Was cuite interested in the debate between you and Shel=-
ton, in the April issue, uvherein you very aptly refuted his argu~
ﬁgn s& h?hall be glad to read more about it in future issues.-=
: S8 - fl

Dear Dr. Clements: lhen Shelton began to write in the debate,
I thought he would give you stiff opposition, I never thought you
would talie the ground right out from under his feet and dispose.
of him so summarily, I am looking forward to the remainder of
the debate writh keen interest and anticipation.

You may publish any part or all of this if it sults your
purpose.~--G. B. H.

Dear Dr, Clements: Your debate vith Shelton is excellent and
good reading., If ve lived according to his idea on sex, we cer=
tainly would be a lot more degenerated than we are today.--R.P.H.

Dear Dr, Clements:

The debate started in the April issue of your incomparable
magazine, betveen you and Dr, Shelton, on the the subject of Par-
thenogenesis, is one of the most vital and far-reaching discus-
sions into real truth that has appeared for ages.

Bach of you gentlemen should have the commendation of human-
ity for bringing this old story to the fore at this time., Man
will be able to catch a glimpse of his wonderful past from your
noble efforts to find truth, And the future thought of the wvorld
vill be influenced to apgreciate our past glory as well as To head
homeward to truth in reality,

Our one hope for regeneration and for reclamation of a lost
heritage, is in the possible aualzening and elightenment of the
race on the important subject, before e are subnmerged for all
time by the nresent error of our vay. Through a true understanding
of the facts of life, ve may restore our race in time to a place
that Nature made possible in the higher manifestations.
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Dr, Shelton does not seem to have the perspective of the
situation that will yield a true picture of the old story, He
defines Hebrew words correctly, Dut the Hebrews did not originate
the facts and fancies of their recorded beliefs and doctrines,

After these nonads had drifted around for ages, and after
numerous contacts with really great peoplc in various parts of the
castern world, they finally acquircd traditions and teachings
that appealed to their notions of a proper foreground. Their
interpretations of the appropriations were inaccurate many times,.
But they were sufficient to suit their understanding and requirew-

ments,

The inner teachings of the Ancient Mysteries that appealed
to these Hebrews, vas not broadcasted promiscuously by the Adepts

and Masters of truth,

Dr. Sheltcn gives definitions of Hebrew words which do not
bring us any informetion of the original old stories of the anci-
ents, vho had them long before the Illebrews were recording any-
thing, Past ldeas and meanings do not survive readily. They
undergo considerable modifications, Ordinary Greck undergoes
considerable chenge after it has made only a few rounds.

In your profound, generous, and informative research study
course on Regeneration, you go places in truth that are little
dreamed of or imegined by most individuals, The same words that
Dr. Shelton defines in the light of Hebrew interpretation in their
times, you also give the meaning of from a much more remote date,
Wnile Dr. Shelton seems not to go beyond the time of the Hebrews,
you aim to consider the earliest possible understanding of the
terms that are so vital for a correct vieupoint.,

I like the thorough manner you use in getting down to the
bed-rock of the gquestion at issue, Your readers will have a rich
treat in the coming numbers of your masazine,

The "Nature Preferred Method" discussed is in fact the result
of degeneration, which you will handle adecquately in due time as
the dchate deveiops. I do not believe this "preferred method"
wes primarily for the securing of variations, as science indicates,
Of course this method has had thet effect, Originally, this mecthod
was a result of degeneration, as you contend. It is shoving us
into & hole very rapidly now, I anticipate some interesting discuse
sions as you develop your argument alonz this line,

Your masterly manner in handliing this higihly important matter
is genuinely inspiring and unanswverable, You will go dowvn in time
as a unique thinker vho tried to bring to the race a real message
of hope for peossible regeneration, to regain an almost lost paradise,

The wark you are doing in your field of rescarch, almost
alone at the present time, indicates the sturdy and hardy char-
acter back of you, that does not secl: nor require the superficial
acclain of your generation to m2intain your balance of truth,

Your advocacy of pure-air, water and food in a natural environ-
ment that can develop o clean mind, body, and life, certainly must
be sincere, sane and sound, for your own life illustrates the
result of such living.
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As the great cycles of involution, evolution, devolution and
revolution repcat themselves in time, I am sure that your mite

for truth will not have been given in vain, ==--Dr. A. J, Gerlach,
Los Gatos, Calif,

Shelton--Clements Debate

.........

Titling his article "Sex Alone Is Real" Dr. Shelton fired a
lot of empty shells at Clements, by condemning the doectrine of
the virgin birth. In reality, he is trying to expound the stupid

theory of evolution, without evidently petting the full id
just that he is aiming at, v getting ea of

Tynical of the man vho is not sure of himself, Shelton begins
by calling the overvhelming cvidence of virgin virth mere "publish",
"religious" and "dowm right ignoronce," He then proceeds to
cxplain the "facts" upon vhich he stands to prove that Clements

is a sap viho sits in an armchair ond invents crazy ideas, But,
alas, his facts are only fancies, Most of then are the argzuments
of an amatcur, trying to sustain a theory with vhich he is not

even acquainted and on spealting terms,

In his answver "Evolution vs, Devolution'" Clements malkes Shel=-
ton seem like a child with his prattle. Obviously skipping the
glaring mis-statement made in Shelton'!s article wiaich we vill
mention, Clements shows that Shelton is even mixed up in the iceas
that he is trying to expound about science, Shelton secms not
to lmow that scicnce and true religion are one and the same thing,
or he vwould not tall about the injection of religion into science,

Dr, Shelton hears women 2ll over the world laughing at the
virgin birth eunuchs. We can't hear it, But we can produce let-
ters from women all over this country prcising Clements to the
skkicss These letters have come direct to us. Clements has had
nothing to do with them. He probably lknew nothing about thenm,
They call Clements "Our Leadcr, etc,"

These vomen are not the slaves of morbid men. They do not
turn out children like a nichel slot machine, many in quanity
but poor in quality. They know that junk is bulky and cheap, but
diamonds rare and small,

The men who think today, are not laughing either, DEvery day
or so the Associeted Press reports that women are being found to
be superior to men in all particulars, such as endurance, length
of 1life, freedom from illness, etc. ﬁr. Shelton had betfer start
taliing some good nevspaper ané read it,

Shelton says Auvto-fecundation is rare in plants-—-that in some
cases mele and female elements mature at different times, He is
disproving hics own case here, lhen the same plant such as the
stravberry, pear, peach, apple, pumpkin, cucumber, cantaloupe,
plum, grape, blackberry, etc, Pertilize their owm blossoms, is this
not self~fertilization? We think so, Illost of the commen plants
and fruits are self fertilizing, It is not "rare," but the rule,

that we wish to point out is the statement he malkes "without
sex life comes to an end" can be disproved on plants alone, Tzke
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for instance the blackberry bramble, There are some varieties
that produce only male flouers. Others produce female flowers
and require pollen from these male plants to produce fruit., But
still others bear complete self-fertilizing flovers that require
no external aid except a mechanical agent as the bee, etc,

Nov destroy these individual sexed flowers and we still
have the perfect bisexual flowers which produce right on. The
division of the sexes in the blackberry are bred back azain into
2 _perfect flowerin sort, showing the same thing can be done with
the human race, T%us the division of the sexes in the plants
Ts Drought Dback to the original plan of completencss.

Life does not "come to an end". On the other hand, the life
of the imperfect plants does come to an end, since these plants
are barren without the planting of pollen producing varieties,

Dr, Shelton should do more investigating along these lines., THe
does not know his horticulture.

Sex union is not universal, as he claims. The realm of
plants prove this, So do the lower animals which reproduce by
division, If Shelton has other evidence than these ex parte
statements, which are pure hearsay on his part, he should produce
it. There is really no argument on these points. Only a jumbled
mass of his own opinions, wasupported by facts,

Shelton says "God approves of sex else He would not have made
so much of it.," Also "He would not have made sex the source of
much exquisite pleasure," The latter sounds highly erotic to those
vno do not engage in this polluting act., It sounds lile the words
of a man who panders freely to the passions,

The act of coition is not an act of love., If it vere, the
results would not be pain and travail, but good only. The act of
coition is often a gory, destructive act, the act of a wild man
bent on destruction wi%h no thought of %he voman upon whose head
he brings sorrow and pain. It is with the sole thought of his
own momentary pleasure, and in his bLeastly way he lcvels his head

with the bull as he fights and destroys, to reach the female and
satisfy his animal lust.

To the mind of a well-bred person the sex act is degrading
in the nt degree. The nmind immediately suffers. It may becone
serious, It does when coition is frequently repeated., It fills
insane asylums, and the graves, The ancients knew whereof they
spake when they wrote, "In the day that thou eatest thereof thou
shalt surely die." That i1s a scientific statement, more true than
any law of physics or chemistry.

By his work Clements shows that his mind is as clean as the
flovers of the field, It 1s free from sexual urge, that "powverful
and driving sex urge" mentioned by Shelton, If Shelton should
ever reach that hlgher mental state, he will know more about what
it means to be like the gods. He will know that there are two
gla%gs of existence here and now, as vell as two laws of repro-

uction,

The retention of the seed vitalizes the whole organism, It
Ireeps clean and pure the temple where God dwells. Pollution fills
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that temple when the mind engenders thoughts of fornication,

If a men has a wife that loves him, as Shelton says, he does
not confine his thoughts of sex to the woman. Every attractive
female he sees fires him through and through., Shelton may be

too wise to admit it, but his vritings show that his mind is fil-
led with such ideas,

Shall we regard that state as love? We do not believe that
love lives in such a place, Neither does God, He lives in a
pure place~—w=and God is love,

The doctrine that Clements expounds is the doctrine of Love,
Purity, Nobleness, Enlightenment. But the doctrine of sex is the
doctrine of eroticism, lust, destruction, hate, war, pollution,
uncleanness, Brotheriy love is the only love, This appears in
the homosexual temperament of such men as Jesus, free from lust,
Sex love is a snare invented to conceal men's unlawvful sex urge.
It is not love but animalism,

Dr, Lindlahr is another vho must get eroticism out of his
nind if he expects to get anywhere. If anybody had the nerve to
write "piffle" as he says Clements has, he is the man. His works
show his shallovmess. \le have read them, We bought "health
foods" from him in Chicago ten years ago. We know his doctrines,
They are as disordered and as unrelieble a2s are Shelton's,

The evolutionist runs vhen you confront him with the change
of specie idea, He thinlts that modification or improvement is
chenge of specie, His theory is full of gaping holes that you
must swvallow or discard the whole thing,

No one can stand on a street corner and see the passing de-
generates, hopeless wrecks, cripples, feeble-minded, "improved
nmonkeys," and not feel that the genulne monkeys in %he Jungles

should still be proud of their straight, strong bodies and stable
constitutions,

Where is all the '"constant evolution" that is said to be
going on? Anybody with an ounce of brains can quickly see that
men are physical and mental wrecks, As the body is, so is the mind.

The Infinite Power that holds together the Universe, made
man as a speclal creation, in its likeness and image. The myriad
of glands in our bodies, atrophied, dormant, suppressed, prove it
to be so. You do not have to invent any theory to prove it, You
can see them with your eyes and feel them with your hands, They

speak for themselves, No halr-brained theory of evolution is
needed,

No man can come in contact with a person lilte Clements, and
not see that he is seeking truth alone. He is not trying to sus-
tain any theory., There is no theory about it, He is trying to
account in a rational and consistent manner for the things that
are right under our nose, ocur eyes, and can be felt with our hands,
but all of which 1s ignored by modern science,

The glands ere there, The organs of woman are in men, and
the organs of men in women, The undeveloped breasts of women are
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are on men, and the penis of man appears in voman as the clitoris.,
A1l of the known laws of nature support thesc plain facts, No
statements lilte "it secms" are needed, IT IS] Look under your
nose, Try it out, DRead the admissions of science itself, In-
vestigate, then see vhether Clements 1s "piffle", bunlk," "bum
science", ete,

It is a bitter pill for some to swallow vhen we admit that
he ancient races vere superior to us., Such men as Churchward,
Donnelly, Cann, etc., have evidence to prove it, and science
admits iﬁ. The Mayas and the Dgyptians are nevcomers in comparsw
ison with the people of whom we speak, Degeneracy had set in
with these people, They werc the dying embers of a great and
remote civilization, The Maya calendar cannot hold a candle to
it, It is reported accurate to 3,000 or more years. We don't
even understand it fully, ©Shelton has not done any research

work in these things, or he would hide his head for malking such
wvild statements,

We are still progressing. We don't have room for these
"dieticians" and their useless, rambling books. For one thing
they had better get together, There is more wisdom in a page
of Clements! vritings than all theK have ever put on paper. And
it is solely for the reason that the writer hates to see truth
put on the scaffold that he is impelled to write this defense of
Clements, whom he considers the zreatest living exponent of the
nalied truth.

Bees learned how to deal with males who insist on crawling
all over them after they have served their purpose., After the
queen in the hive is fertilized by one drone the females get
to work on the drones and starve and sting them to death.

The male of our species got the better of his mother some-
vhere along the line, ©She did not deal with him so harshly as
he has with her, The human mother should have taken a lesson from
the bees, They know how to deal with degenerate males, They
put them avay with their lust.

llhen our mothers put a stop to these plunderers of God's
great vorl, we will get somevhere.

The time will arrive when woman is not regarded as a tool
for man vrith his eroticism to gratify his animal desires upon.
Then leaders like Clements 17ill receive their just reward., They
will not get it from a bunch of degenerated, lustful, erotic
ialea, whose mind 1s too full of pictures of sex organs to see

ruth,

Note by Cditor: Due %o limited space, we cannot promise to
publish all articles received from others %ouching upon this debate,
But we vant to be fair to both sides, and, if they are received,
we shall publish as many articles in support of Shelton as we do
in support of Clements,



THE VIRGIN BIRTH
CHAPTER II

Do Ve Want Fatherless Tunors?

Parthenogenetic reproduction (virgin birth) is seen in certain
low forms of life as an apparently normal mode of propagation,
Scientists nave succeeded in inducing parthenogenetic propagation
in other forms that normelly propagate by the sexual method, So
far, they have found no means of inducing parthenogenctic repro-
ducélon in higher animals, While, theoretically, this may be
possible and many scientists thinlz it is, ve are not justified in

asserting that it is possible to produce virgin births in these
until it has been done.

A beautiful and logical theory is often vorled out vhich
scems to square with all known facts. DBut when it is put to the
acld test of triel, it falls flat, The scholastics were satisfied
witih logical synthesis, with or without a factual basis, The
scientific method, thanks to Bacon, is to try it out and see vhet=
her it vorks. "Don't think, try," advised Sir John Hunter., It
is time enough to interpret facts after we have them., A few facts

are seldoq enough. We need a large number of correlated and welle
verified facts before we seek interpretation,

Clements has built up, out of ancient mythologies, an elabor-
ate theory of a time waen godsg saviors and supermen were the
offspring of undefiled virgins.," A "time when man vas not shapen
in iniquite and conceived in sin," vhen the "sinless 'son of God!
had not seen the 'daughters of ncnj'" vhen man, complete in body
and perfecct in function, vas actually born of God, 2nd not of
sinful fornication." Ie says, "John secms to have had evidence
of this ancient tradition. He wvrites of man as being born of
God, that his seed remained in him, and he did not sin."

Clements not only nostulates a supernatural method of propa-
gation, but considers a virgin vho has had intercourse as "defiled,
and sex as a sin, These views are as antiquated as the virgin
birth myths themsclves. They are not based on a single lmown fact;
but rest vholly upon Hebrew mythology. Ilovever, logical this
theory may be, it must be relected for the perfectly good reason
that its premise is only a myth, Conclusions based on myths are
themselves myths. There is no escape from this.

Virgin births that are explained as being due to the wvork-
ings of supernatural causes, holy ghosts, eto,, can be of no in-
terest to us. They are not part of the established order of nate
urei and since we have no control over the supernatural (as the
ancle

nt priests claimed to have) ve can make no use of this form
of propagation,

Next, Clements and Silesmeister have based a theory or virginal
reproduction upon the pathological phenomene or represented by the
teratona or dermoid cysts A feu facts about dermnid ceysts may help
to shov how unstable a foundation they form upon vhich to rear




a philosophy of life and of reproduction, Of coursc, all the old
readers of How to Live magazine ltnow how danlerous i‘E is to at=
tenpt to rear @ pnilosophy of the norm of life upon the abnormal,
The facts follow:

1. Dermoid eysts are distinctly pathological developments,
2+ They appear as often in men as in wvomen,

3+ Vhile they often occur in the ovaries and testicles,
they are lizely to appear anywhere on or within the body. (Two
years ago one was removed from the buttocks of a 24-year=old
Chinaman which weighed 31 pounds and contained only a handew=
this tumor consumed a tremendously long period of time and a
still greater amount of nutritive substance to turn out so little,
The year before one uas reported removed from above the eye of
a man in this country)., There is neither order nor system in
heir location, nor in their internal development,

4. They often develop in the abdomen, whcre there is no
possibility of their "birth" except by a surgical operation. It
hardly seems probable that God or Nature designed “birth by sur=-
gery" as part of the normel plen of reproduction,

5« There is never a whole child, but only fragmentary parts
of the body.

6. hese parts are never capable of living vhen separated
from the "parent" body,

7. They are never born, but after yecars of growth, are re-
moved surgically,

3, They never follow the established lines of embryonic
and foetal development; there is & hand, or a tuft or heir, or
bones, o teeth (tecth are doubted by most authorities), or some
other part of fragment of a fully formed foetus, but ncver a foe=
tus.

9, They develop as often in the foetus, infaent and young
child as in the mature adult, In fact they seem to always begin
in early life,

To account for their failure to develop into fully formed
babies, as Clements doesy on the grounds of degeneracy, is of no
avail, Degencracy mcy cause & failure of development, but it
can never change the order and method of development. It is not
in the order of foetal development that a hend should be developed
?efoge the rest of the body, or that the tectii should be so deve-

oped.,

There are animals that have undergone degeneracy. They have
so far degenerated thet they have lost lcgs, eyes, head, stomach,
and other parts, But, and I must emphasize This point in this con-
nection, in the early stages of thelr development, there are no
signs of degeneracy. They follow the anciently established order
of development and are born perfecct representatives of thelr ancient
vrototypes,s It 1s after birth that they lose structures and lose
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status, Every new birth is a new beginning. We are not justified
in assuming that degeneracy would, or even that it could, teke
any other course in the case of mzn,

Nor, are we on firm ground vhen we assume that the primitive
or original method of propagation in man was by cystic budding
from any part of the body indiscriminately=---on the forehead,
on the ovaries, or testicles, in the apdomen, on the buttocks, etc.
---2nd that degeneration resulted in a systematic and invariable
order and place of development., We cannot believe that degeneracy
is more orderly than the norms of Nature,

The development of a ncv being now is seen to be from imper=
ceptible beginnings along predetermined lines by an orderly and
invariable process of development to the latest complexities of
structure, These cystic buds (dermoids) start with a2 hand or with
the teeth, cor with some other part of the body, They are not
orderly, They do not follow predetermined lines to predetermined
goals, If they are really representatives of the primitive mode
of production, Iet us recjoice that a better, more efficient and
more orderly method has been evolved,

It is asserted that Modern Science can offer no explanation
for these "mysterious phenomena." The fact is that scientists
have offered several "explanations," including the virginal repro-
duction idea, Clements quotes scientists wio offer the virgin
birth hypothesis to explain such phenomena, It is true, of course,

hat these scientists are all either dead or too old to change
th;ir minds, Iovever, thc explanation that is regarded is as
follous:

In the beginning of embryonic development a2ll of the cells
present are identicale—we=they are all germ cells, At a certain
stage a process of differentiation sets in so that different kinds
of cells and tissues are produced, It is thought that some of
these germ-cells, or shall we say crganic buds (that is, cells
that are destinea to develop certain parts of the body), are mis-
placed, znd under the endo¢rine stimulus of the bedy, developed
into some part of a body.

Being essentially foreign bodies, the body encysts them and
thus we have a cyst, There is almost nothing in this that is iden=-
tical vith or analogus to the established orderly processes of re-
production, as we see them in 2ll of the higher animals and plants,
The body walls off these fragments in identically the same way it
walls off a lecad bullet or other foreign body that it is unable %o
remove from its tissues, Plainly these dermoid cysts belong to

he realm of pathology and not to the biological norms of nature,

There is a type of teratoma occasionally found in the female
pelvis, called arrhcnoblastoma, which is said to be capable of
genera%ing male sperm-cells, fhese tumors are not common, and
there is no lmovn instance vhere the male sperm-cells of %hese
tumors have produced pregnency. In fact, these cells are commonly
found dead,

One author speculates on the nossibility of the blastodermic
or embryonic cells contained in these cysts structures (arrheno-
blastoma), being capable of producing testicular tissume, capable
of producing male sperm-cells, This is pure speculatiocn and need




not detain us here, No virgin births have been reported due to
these "sperm-cells".

The cases of virgin births Clements recounts are all of the
past, He quotes the brein storm of Dr, Johnson, Dr, Johnson was
evidently a wit and as I read his traect I get the impression that
he was merely malking fun of the theories and methods of so-called
medical science of his day. By employing the same methods of
reasoning they employed to establish their doctrines and theories
of medicine and by an apgeal to the same kind of fables, poetry
and unverified experiments that they appealed to, he was merely
showing them how casy it is to establish anything one chooses
to prove, His reference to the marec becoming pregnant by sniffing
the west wind must have rociked the convention with laughter, He
also advanced the ideca that the wind-borne animalculae might im-
pregnate a virgin and a child result, He was evidently mocking,
but Clements missed his wit,

Such a theory is too radiculous to merit serious consideratien,
but even if it were true, this would not be a2 virgin born, unless%
of course, wve are to place all emphasis upon the mere mechanics o
the sex act and none at all upon impregnation, The best way to
prove that man can propagate parthenogeneticelly is not by argu-
ment, but by actual example-~=not by ancient myths but by veri-
fiable experiments, Dr, Johnson uas careful not to reveal the
details of his own experiment,

To further supnort the hypothesis of humen parthenogenesis,
cases are offered vhere virgins became pregnent and in which
cases sexuzl intercourse had been mechanically impossible, These
are held to prove conclusively that wvirgin births can and do
occur, These cases prove nothing of the kind,

There are two things to consider, First, actual intercourse
does not have to occur for semen to be sent into the wvagina, The
man who reaches an orgesm in the effort to penetrate an imperforate
hymen or a very small vaginal aperture may easily send all or
nearly all the seminal discharge into the vagina, although a small
drop is enough to result in preznancy. It shoula be remembered

Ehaz the semen is ejected with sufficient force to send it several
eot,

Second: Spermatozoa may be deposited on the lips of the
vagina and from there mey reach the womb and zo into the tubes
by their owvn motive power, They are very cncrgetic and active
travelers, as anyone may see by wetching them under a microscope,

The existence in men and vomen of vestigisl structures that
belong to the onposite sex has long been interpreted to mean that
man is descended from a hermaphrodite ancestor, This interpretation
mey and may not be correct. If it is the correct explanation of
these vestiges, it by no means follows that auto-fecundation (and
auto«fecundation is not identieal with parthenogenesis) was the
rule, or even that it was possible, Mutual fecundation by two
hermaphroditic animals, Auto~-fecundation is not possible in these
animals, as was pointed out in last month's article,

In human beings, vhere we see the most complex organic struc-
ture and the highest manifestation of life, reproduction is Just
as natural as elsevhere in Nature.8 There 1s no reason for us to
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thinlz that Nature should here abandon the method of reproduction
comrmion to all the higher animals, and "revert" to those methods
used in the lowvest forms of life, MNor that she should abandon
all biological methods and employ scome unlmnowvn "spiritual' means
of perpetuating the race,

If the UnitE of Nature hes any meening at all, we cannot
reasonably expect any such breal:s in regularity, and the intro-
duction of occult or super=natural methods of reproduction, Man

certainly has no sound basis for thinking that he is, or ever

we:.si or ever will be exempt from or an exemption to %he unifor-
nitics and regularities of Nature,

This world is still a world of law and order, and all living
things have had an ordered past, Without actual evidence of
parthenogenetic reproduction of human beings, we are not Justified
in proclaiming the possibility or probability of virgin births,
Cven should artificial means of producing parthenogenesis in man
be found, as Loeb did with the sea urchin, we vould be foolish
to hold %his up as a vay of life containing the promise and po-
tency of a new and higher civilization, wvhere the wonen bear
children and the men are drones, (le are still less Justified in
holding up pathological developments as representative of the
norm of Nature, Personally I prefer to see women hear children
fathered by nen than to sce virgins have fatherless tumors.

I kxnow that in this and the preceding articles I have not
touched all of the arguments that have been brought forward in
support of virginal reproduction, but I have covercd the more
important ones, If I have shovn these to be false, the other
arguments do not matter,

I do not deny that means of inducing virginal reproduction
in monkind cen ever be found. I simply say that they have not
been found and that therc is no recson to believe that the arti-
ficial method, if it is cver found, will prove superior to the
natural method, Nor will the actuality of artificially induced
virginal reproduction prove that this form of propagation was
menkind!s original method,

I shall show in a subscquent installment that the evidence
we possess snows that virginal reproduction leads inevitably
to degeneration, even to extinction,

Fornication and Imeginatio

................ P

This is Rouné No, 2 of the Shelton=~Clements debate on the
subjeet of the Virgin Birth. The first round appeared in the April
number of this magazine, The reader saw, from the cvidence submit-
ted, that so far as the disputed point 1s concerned, the debate
is closed, ©Shelton came out second best,

So much interest has been shown in the subject, that we shall
not let the discussion end here, And there are more features in
Shelton's asserticns that I desire to consider, I want to turn on
the heat on themy so the reader may see them disappear into invisible
Vapor.
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Let us turn to Fornication, In his first article Shelton
says:

A1l sexual intercourse is falsely referred to (by Clements)
as fornication (fornication is sex relations amonz the unmarried),
and children of sexual unions (there are no other kind) are said
to be 'conceived in sin,' This evinces a state of mental nasti-
ness that belongs in a sewer, ©5Such obscene mindedness should
hide its head in shame and not parade itself in public in the
menner it does-wdisguised as purity incarnate,"

thew! UWhet a sock, A rcgular Joe Louls right on the button.
Shelton chucliled vhen e penned that passage, He may chuckle
again vhen this counter connects with his chin, But I think he'll
see stars instead.

A learned person knows that the sltillful debater, when he
finds himsélf in o difficult position, resorts to wor&-play in
an effort to distract the attention and distort the imagination,
This course is evident in Shelton's case. For instance, he says:

"It is asserted (by Clements) that modern science can offer
no explanation for these 'mysterious nhenomena,! The fact is
that scientists have offerred several ‘cxplanation,! including
the virginal revroduction idea. Clements quotes scientists who
offer the virgin birth hypothesis to explain such phenonena,"

Modern science is not the individual, and a certain scientist
is not "modern science," GShelton is a Na%uropath; but he is not
the Naturopathic School, nor 1ls such schocl Shelton, There are
few measures endorses by the Naturopathic Schocl that Shelton
approves, Nor would that school approve many things Shelton
advocates,

There 1s as much diffcrence between a scientist and modern
science as there is between a Naturopath and the Naturopathic
Schools There is as much difference between a medical doctor who
condemns vaccination and the medical school which pralses it, as
between 2 scientist whe condemns Evolution and the world of science
which advocates it,

It is true that certain scientists have offered private opin-
ions of the mysterious phenomena of dermoid cysts, But modern
science has neither endorsed these opinions, nor offered any
positive statement regarding the matter, They are simply passed
over as "frecks" of liature., That is the easiest way out of a
puzzling situation,

It is also true that I quote certain scientists who present
the virginal birth hypothesis to explain the occurrence of dermoid
cysts ont only, but to explain other mysteries of Nature, The
scientists wvhonm I quote on thesc several points are years ahead
of modern science, Should modern science ever accept their find-
ingsy the theory of Evolution will suffer a sudden death,

I refuse to believe that Shelton raised this question in good
faith, It vas a triclk to confuse the reader and cast reflection

upon my remaris, Ille is vitty enough to realize that modern science

is not the individuel scientist, But he thought he saw a weak
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place, end attempted to gain a point by taking advantage of 1t.
He wanted to make it appear that I wvas elther contradicting
science or myself,

Shelton, in his sarcasm, can scarcely find words bitter
enough to express his indignation over my statement regarding
“fornication," and children "conceived in sin," 1In his paren-
thetical phrase he says, "there are no other kind" than the 'childe
ren of scexual unions,"

This is a broad assertion, It includes the race during all
the days of its existence, It apparently opposes the Genesitical
account, vhich seems to show that neither Adam nor his son Seth
were '"children of sexual unions" (Gen, 5:1=3)s It is possible
that the passage considered fails to give 21l the facts in the
casey Or it may be that Shelton regards this passage as "pure
bunk'" and silly speculation,

No person is so well informed as he should be to write with
authority on this subject, who will melke the unqualified assertion
that no children have ever been born cther than "children of
sexual unions,.," That statement is cquivalent to the assertion
that "we moderns" know all that has happened in and to humanity
from the day of its creation down to the present hour, As a ma%ter
of fact, the world of science has nct, up to this time, offered,

a reasonable and consistent explanation for the appearance in
men's organism of the withered and atrophied glands of woman,
That is only one of many mysteries surrounding man that is still
an unsolved secret to science.

I desire to discuss fornication, I want the reader to see
how facts are supgressed vhen they fail to square with our fane
cless Shelton attempts to draw a wide distinction in the act
of copulation between thie married and the unmarried, He contends
that copulation is fornicaticn between the unmerried, but between
the married the act has a softer, sweeter name. It may then be
called sexuval relations, or sexual unions, or any other term that
grates not on the nerves of the grinders,

The word "“fornication" appears some six times in the 01d
Testament, as follows, to-uit:

Fornication: The incontinence or lewdness of unmarried persons,
male or female, Fornication (is) the act of incontinence in single
personss if either be married, it is adultery (Wharton),---Dict.

Pe 675,

Fornication is either fornication or it is not fornication,
The term seems to mean sexual congress between man and woman, If
it is fornication in any case, it should be fornication in every
cases If it is fornication in the case of the unmarried, it should
be fornication in the case of the married, For the act remains
the same whether 1ts name be changed, or whether the actors are
married or single,

When committed by and between single persons, the act seems to
be plain fornication, a crime in the eyes of the world, If neither
participant be marricd, it becomes adultery~--a greater crime, But
if both are married, then no crime attachesy there is no incontinence
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nor lewdness® it is neither fornication nor adultery. It is coi-
tus, c0pulation, cohzbitation, sexual relation, or any other soft,
syeet name that you desire to pgive it.

Why this morlked change? Uhy does the (1) crime committed by
Adanm and Eve (Gen, 3:6), and the (2) crime of fornication of sine
gle persons, and the (3) crime of adultery of a single man with a
marricd woman, be and hccome no crime at all,not even felony, not
even misdemeanor, not even misconduct, vhen committed by and bet-
ween a man and woman vho ore married? Why should exactly the same
act be oriminal at one time and not 2t another? Just what happens
to cause this vast change--in the eyes of the public?

Here is an important point, Mark it well., Around it revolves
much vhich proves whether I am a dunce, or vhether the doctrine
of the Virgin Birth is "pure speculation," "ancient myths," or a
fact in Nature. The reader mist not miss this feature,

Dr, Johnson vas a wit, and I missed his point, Shelton says.
Had he been a half-wit, he would have becn nearer nmy level and I
might have understood him, Shelton says that the doctors laughed
at Johnson's story, I say that his revelations made them 1ift
their eye~brows in wonder, His experiments proved the truth of
Virgin Birth Doctrine, His findings, published in 1750, are cone
tained in my Science of Regeneration’ (Chap, 206), He who studies

that course should know whether Johnson was a wit, a half-wit, or
a nit-wit,

Shelton may be another wit, But wit is too deep for me., I
must be fed lighter food, Shelton seems to handle the heavy stuff,
But he walked rizht into a terrible trap when he entered the fornie-
cation ring, He made specific reference to the use of the word,
and then attempted to show that fornication is not fornication at
all under certein circumstances, It is said that circumstances
alter cases, That saying vorks well with man-made rules; but it
crumbles under the weight of Natural Law,

Shelton indulged in a display of wit at the wrong time, in
the wrong place, when he attempted to show that fornication is not
fornication, This matter must receive 2 good polishing in order

to bring out its defects, They are coincealed from the feeble=
minded multitude by man-nade laws.

Wle shall show that fornication is fornication under all cire
cumstances, We shall use as additional evidence in support of the
Virgin Birth Doctrine, the general repugnance and disgust the world
over, among the higher-minded element, including Shelton, against
fornication by and between man and woman, DIven Shelton recoils from
the reverberation of the world, and tries to build a sound-proof
wall against it. He says that fornication is not fornication vhen

the participants in the act are married, That must be wit, for I
can't grasp it,

In this debate we are discussing facts, not fables. We are
takinz conditions as we find them and consi&ering them in the light
of Natural Lav, not in the light of man-made rules, If fornication
is wrong, unlawful, repugnant at any time, if it is "incontinence
or lewdness of 'unmarried! persons, male or female," then it should,
in the light of reason and Natural Law, be the same in the case of
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the married. I may be too sinple to see the difference indicated
by Shelton,

vty should a deep, general fecling of disgust be directed,
2t any time, or under any circumstances, against an act that is
not only "the source of such exquisitec pleasurc," as Shelton says
but which, he holds, is absolutely necessary for race—propaaation&
This feelling, entertainecd by intellicent pecple in 211 lands and
in all ti@cs, must have a sound basis not yet discovered by the
Gyvolutionist, It exists in the public mind regardless of vhether
the act is committed by the married or the unmarried,

This feelin: is not of recent origin, It appears as far back
as human reccords run, We sav in ny previous article thet even
the ancicnt Masters condemned the act, They called it the "sin
unto death" (1 John 6:16), They declared that those who eat of
that fruit vould surely die (Gen. 2:17). They urged the multitude
to "flee fornication," The first church fathers folloved the same
course, The Doman hierarchy insisted upon the maintenance of the
principle of chastity and celibacy. Why a2ll this powerful opposi~-
tion to an act that is "the source of such exquisite pleasure,"
and said to be necessary for race-propasation?

There is an answer to this qucstion. Let us suggest a plau-
sible exnlanation of this age-old and deep=-seated antipathy. There
must have been a time vhen humen reproduction depended not upon
the act under cansideration. Does that not appear reasonable? Does
that not furnish more evidence to support the Virgin Birth Doctrine?
If this is not correet, then another reason nust be found vhy the
act has becen so strongiy condemned even unto this day. Thosc who
advance enother reason, should show uhy man-made laws have been
necessary in the offor% to remedy the evil, They should show good
reasons vhy fornication under Natural Lau, is not fornication
under man-riade law,

To an inquiring nind, it does not appear right and proper that
man should find it desirable, expedient, or necessary to foriulate
measures under uiiich ne seeks to controi and regulate the function
of creation, It has ncever been clear to meny scholars, vhy men
should thus attempt to interfere with the fundamentel function of
wvoman's organism, It is the twaddle of an idiot to suggest that
the solution of this profound problem lies in Shelton'!s shallow
statement, that "se:x (is) the source of such exquisite pleasure."

Sheltont's suggestion moy be sufficient to satisfy the lustful
mind, Butif our search for Truth is influcnced by pleasure instead
of by principle, then we shall never reach our goal., ile shall not
be able to writc the Science of Man so long as we accept as our
guiding-star the rules that man makes to legalize unlewful acts, in
order that such acts may be prostituted by the wveak-minded multi-
tude, tolerated by a misguided socicety, and respected by man-made
courts, The divorce court records show that the wvorst form of prosti-
tution on carth occurs vithin the bonds of laovwful wedlock, This
feature is more fully discussed in my Scicnce of Regeneration course,

These man-made laws arc both arbitrary and unsound., Their very
xistence is enough to arouse suspicion that sonmething is wrong.
They attempt to change the color of a fact., They are calculated
to legalize an unlauful act, They hold that fornication in the un=-
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married is not fornicaticn in the married., They seelr to control
and regulate the functicn of human reproduction, They limit
wonan in her right to exercise the most fundamental function of
her orgonism. In order to express the primel process of Life,
woman is compelled to subwit to man-made mcasures, Unless she
obeys them, she and her children are disgraced forever, On this
point in my book, "Bisexualism Is Perfection": "I wrote:

"It is against =211 the laws of reason and all the principles
of Nature to suggest that the formative female, on vhom the very
existence of the race depends, should bec compellcd to submit to
the vish, will, and contirol of the sterilc, barren, degenerate
son that she has unfortunately produccd, in order %hat she may
comply with the law, and exercise the most importent ond most
fundamental function of Lifc., To hold that such condition is
natural, normel, ané reguler, is cquivalent to holding that the
progress of ony orgenism. In this instance, it affeets ndversely
the fertile femole not only, but the entire race. For the pro-
gress ~and the improvement o% iumanity in general, depends upon
the unrcestricted cnd the wntrammelled exercise by the fomale of
her formotive forces, Any restriction or limitztion on the freedom
of this function, strihes at the very heart of the entire race,

"The condition of compulsion in uhich the state of unisexualw-
ity places the female, is a positive condition of servitude, The
viectim of such servility is certain to be subjcet to and suffer
from the abuse that is always prescnt for the female to bring
forth good fruit under a man-made lav vhich decrees thatme-

"Thy desirc shell be to thy husband, and he shall rule over
thee" (Gen, 3:16),

The uveal-minded multitude is easily suayed by the magie of
vords, But the magic in the vords of the minister, "I nov pro=-
nounce you husband and vifo," has no effect on the Laws of Nature,
4 misguided society may thinl: that these words are a license
that circumvent Natural Lau, That they melke humonity immune

hereafter to the evils of fornication and scxual indulgences
that thzoy free the married from the force of the law that a fects
the unmarried (Gal, 6:7), But the general degeneracy of the race
shows that the effect of fornication, of "incontincnce or lowde
ness," is the same on the married as on the unmarried.

Shelton feels sure he has me cornered vhen he asserts the
"Unity of Nature," That 1s the lmock-out-nunch., It is the straw
that will brealr the camel's back, I shall quote him here so I
may shoot right at the bull'!s cyes

"In human beings, vhere we see the most complex organic struc-
ture and the highest manifestations of 1ife, reproduction is just
as natural as elsevhere in Nature. There is no reason for us to
think that Nature should here abandon the method of reproduction
conmon to all the higher znimals, and 'revert! to those methods
used in the lowvest forms of life, Nor that she should abandon

all biological methods and employ some unknovn !spirituealt! means
of perpetuating the race,

UIf the Unity of Nature has any meaning at all, we cannot
reasonably expect any such brealis in regularity, and the intro-
duction of occult or super—naturai-methods of reproduction, Man
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certainly has no sound basis for thinking that he is, or ever was,
or ever will be, exempt from or an excmption to the uniformities
and. regularitics of Nature,

"is world is still a world of law end order, and all living
things have had an ordered past, Uithout actual evidence of pare
thenogentic reproduction of humen beings, we are not Jjustified in
procleiming the possibllity or probabili%y of virgin birth,"

Philosophers never qucstion the Universality of Law and Nat-
ure, They assert it down "even to the components of every infer=
ence and cvery observation," But this fact does not force them %o
reduce humanity to the level of animality, ony more than it forces
the reduction of beasts to the level of beets and beans,

There is a sound basis for the fact, that every man and every
maiden blush vith shame vhen they consider that they began their
ecarthly being as the fruit of fornication, Little wonder that we
have striven, in our coursec to right the wrong (Gen. 2:17), to
break the sound that Truth delivers when we think how we are born.

Can we believe in Primal Perfection as the first fruits of
Creation, and assert that we arc normal vhen we spring from for-
nication% every beast is ruled by Nature, which makes it the tool
of Instinct. DMen alone is ruled by Reason, which is used to aid
his Intellect (Rom. 6:17),

This mysterious cxception in Man is not the product of our
worke, This distinction was fashioned by the Malier when the form
of Man was made. This glaring difference in constitution, appear-
ing between beast and man has been observed by every philosopher
from the most ancient days, Notwithstanding this fact of Nature,
waich reason dares not deny. Shelton and his Evolutionistic as-
sociates refuse it recognition, They insist upon reducing Man to

the purely animal plane, under the claim that it is imperative if
ve observe the "Unity of Nature,"

Paul may not have heen so brilliant as "we moderns" believe
we are, but he had sense enough to see this vast difference bet-
ween beast and man, and intelligence enough to know that it had
a definite meaning. While beasts are ruled by instinct, because
they have no higher power, Paul says that Man's Intclligcnce
%1accs6hiﬁ)above this rule of Nature, and puts him "under grace"

Rom, 63 .

his term has a profound meaning to those wvho refuse to belicve
that the "Unity of Nature" makes Man a beast purc and simple, The
term is one that "we moderns" have beean unoble to improve upon,
And while it mey sound discordant to dcscendants of the ape, yet
it has a harmonious ring to philosophers vho believe in a Supreme
Creative Principle, and that wve are the children thereof (Rom. 8:16).

Mind Power--—Sex Powver

Books and literature on Hind Power Till the world!s libraries,
The study of Physchology has been vigorously pursued for years,
What benefit to humanity has resulted?

Mind power is wonderful, That fact reason dares not deny,
But vhat is more wonderful than Creative Power?
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The Function of Creation is the supreme function of the organe=
isme. What literature anpears on that vhich teaches anything use-
ful and sensidle. Much of it is of such character that it smacks
of obscenity, It 1s unfit to rcad, The supreme function of the
organism has becn so degraded that the subject mey not be mention-
ed in polite society.

thence comes New Life? Fromn Scx and Seed, Humonibty seems

not to know that the function and elements vhich produce New Life
will preserve the 0l¢ Life~~vhen properly applied, Psychologists
have never thought of that, They have nothing to say on it that
is of valus, Deing the degenerate fruit of degencrate parents in
vhom the Iree of Life functioned on a low plane, they cannot rise
above tne source of their origin, They were born on the animal
plane, and they live on that plane,

IMfind powver rises not above the quality of the brain, The
Creative nover rises not above the quality of the Tree of Life.
Regenerate the body and you regenerate the Trce of Life. Raise
the condition of the body anéd the Tree of Life to its Primal Per=
fection vhen 1t ves tThe first fruits of Creation, and from that
Trece will then come forth super-beings,

In that day, the Brain, a port of the body, will also be re-

generated, and from such regenerated Brain will come forth mighty
works,

vhy teach the Science of Regeneration to one in whom the Tree
of Life is degenerated znd bharren, or a2lmost so, or almost dead?
Why tcach the Science of Mind Power to cne in whom the Organ of
Thought is degenerated and barren, or almest so?

Apprcpriate mental tests shiow that the brain or mental capaw
city of the average adult is no higher than that of a 12-or 13-
year old child, That being the case, it is absurd to waste time

teaching Mind Pover to such, IHow can we grasp and use that vhich
we cannot even comprehond?

Before we thin: of teaching Psychology or Mind power we must
first regenerate the Orgzon cof Reception and Expression, so that it
can comprchend such teaching, We must begin right at %he roots,
not at the tips of the branches.

The secret of the ages is that knowledge vhich teaches how to

use the Life Producing Elements, in order that they may nreserve
and improve the body they made.

Birds and beasts know by Instinet how to use the Life Producing
Power of reproduction., Man lives on the beast-level uhen he uses
the Life Producing Powzr for no higher purpose, He falls below
the beast-level when he uses it for pleasure. He should use his
Intelligence to rise above the beast-plane of Instinet, and learn

how tq sue the Life Producing Elements of his organism for its prese
ervation and improvenent,

The Anclent Masters Xnew how to use the Life Producing Pover
to rejuvenate the body and brein, and bring these to the nost
efficlent degree of decvelopment. 9hat is why we still marvel at
their works, and vhy their worls are the foundation of our educo-
tional systems, In direct ratio ag we deviate therefrom, our syse
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tems decay.

‘"his brings us face to face with the Secret Doctrine of the
Aincient Hystery Schools, end the reason why the Bible is a book
of sex vorship, The Masters tried to teach the secret to the
messes, The nosses insisted on degrading the supreme function
of the body. lhen the Masters attempted to impart the secret to
the nasses, they vere stoned and mobbed and murdered., Whenever they
cried out, "Flee Fornication" (1 Cor, 6:13), the masses turned
avay ana sought after other teachers,

The Secret Doctrine of the Ancient Masters is explained in
the Science of itegeneration. Never before has it been published
to the wide world, As in the days of oldinthe truth it contains

is arousing uch owposition, Men are crying out against it., Human
nature ncver changes.,

Shelton challenges Clements to 2 debate, and takes up his pen
to demolish the "myth" of the Seeret Doctrine., He is applauded
by the weali-minded multitude, Clements suffers the fate mected out
to the Ancient liasters, Truth is forcver on the Cross, vhile
Error rules us from the Throne,

The sccret of ancient sc:i scicnce is the secret of regeneration.

Voice of Our Readers

Dr, Clements is a great men with a grand future, He is the
first in the nodern world to unite religion vith scicnce, About
this wnity it was spoken of its necessity, but none tried fully
to clear it up, Dr, Clenents has done it by a thorough investi-
gation cf a vast amount of material, uvith deep illumination and
energy, using his nrofound scientific nowvledge. He has made
of them & Wisdom of Life,-=-Nicclail Scheierman, Sweden,

Dear Dr, Clcments: I am 73 years cld, and I never read any=
thing so vonderful as your wiritings ln your magazine,

During this depression I lost everything, even my friends,
so 1 read, and oh vhat 2 blessing it is to read vhen one can read
such wonderful articles as you write,

[Iow my dear companion would have enjoyed reading your nost
wonderful articles. Ile passes awvey elght vears ago, We have been
taliing the Christian Esoteric for meny years. It is a2 wonderful
nmagaziness I hope God will give you a long life so you can continue
your good worli, The world nceds the knowledge that you are giving
out, You are in a class to yourself, It is only once in about
2,900 years that such a great man is given to the vorld to enlighten

the people.s God bless you and keep you safe from harm,--John Lam-
bert, Iowa,

Voice of Our Students

Dear Dr, Clements: One cannot help but marvel at the vast
amaung of rescarch work that your Science of Regeneration has ree=
quired.

To arrive at the proof of the theses of this course has called
for a mind brilliant in "creative symthesis,”
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There are tnousands of keen, analytical minds in America, but
you can count cn your fingers those who have the ability to take
man's boilogical, chemical, psychological, physical archaeologi=
cal knovledge of himself, and build an un&erstandabie conception
of man as a unified vnole,

You are certainly a poineer for us on the road bacl to man's
former glories. I have vaited twenty years for the lknowledge of
this Post-Graduate course, I would like to mect you, ==R.Ik. of
Canada and London, The Health Institute, Calif,

But they have nothing to compare with your "three words in
diet", which I consider the sum total in the Secience of Mutrition.

Just a few years azo, as the result of oversea varfare, mny
right lung completely coliapsed from far-advanced active tuber-
culosis, and I was in a critical condition, Using the little
knowledge I then possessed, I vas able succussfully to fight and
1ick T.B. My condition has been in an arrested state for the
past two year.

The methods I used vere sunbathing, deen-breathing, outdoor
erercise and eating natural foods mostly raw in proportion to
body needs, as these will tend to malke for a clear and clean

mind and body, The first three practices were condemned by medi-
cal doctors save two., I was violating rules and reguletions of
the hospitols and told to stop it.

The issuing of bonus bonds means that I will be independent
of government hospitels forever, Even attempting to adjust myself
to such hospital proccdures and environment doecs me more harnm
than good, It 1s easy to see why only about one per cent recovers,

vhen Imowing the eating and living practices of these hospitals,
T. L. A, Arizona,

Menstruation ond Hurenics

The problem of menstruation is basic to fubure eugenic pro-
gress., As long as woman loses every year enough blood to form
a full sized huien body (losing the very chemical material out of
which a child could be formed) e cannot expect her to produce a
child of superior quality wien she docs,

Only by retaining wvithin her blood-stream all of the precilous
chenicals required for embrycnic formation, can a wonan produce
a super-child., I hove pointed out elseunere that genluses are
born either from very young mothers, as werc Leonardo da Vinel
and Goethe, vho Aid not lose much if any blood previous to embry-
onic growth of their child, or from older mothers who passed the
age of profuse menstruation.

We find that in scxually overstimulated races, as the French,
menstruation comuences at an cxceptionally early aoge (about 12 years)

while in racecs which live more naturally, as Slavs, Scandinavians,
and Irish, menstruation starts later,

A case is reported of a young Irish servent-girl vho wos examine
ded by a physician who discovered thot she had never nenstruated
though she was long past the age when menstruation commonces--ana
yet no malformation could be found to account for it., The girl
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went to the doctor because she had been frishtened by her friends
vho told her that sueh a condition may lead to serious consequences,
but the doctor found ner to be a perfect speccimen of health, and
told her that she should not worry as she was perfectly weli. This
occurred in Neuw Yorl: City some years ago.

4 is young women of this type who are capable of becoming
the mothers of a better race, and indeed there are innumerable
cases in medical literature of women who ncver menstruated in

heir lives and produced large families of hiealthy cnildren, The
idea that menstruation is neccessary for childbearing is a super-
stition unsupported by facts., It is true that after the age vhen
nmenstruation ceases (the menopause), most women are barren, but
that is due to the deseneration of %he ovaries and uterus caused

by the devitalizing effects of the menstrusl process, Illouever,
after a period of time, a regencration may take place. Thus, Dr.
Rubin reports the birth of a child from a vomen of 62, after ovarian
stimulation produvced by radiation,

Before we can have a better race, ve must first have mothers
vnose blood is vital, and capable of nroducing a superior embryo,
Supermen comes throuzh obedience to eugenic law, not through
chance, irishna and Jesus vere bota born from mothers viac lost
no blood vhatsoever prior to embryonic formation. lomen vho suf-
fer prolonzed and profuse menstruation cannot be cxpected to
produce superior children, at lcast until the organism has regen-
ercted itself and menstruation hos abated for a considerable period,
Thet is vhy teo frequent birth of children is objectionable, for
the TLlood of the mother has not had sufficient time to regenerate
itself after the preccding gestation and lactation, which tend to
drain it of vital clements. Some claim that children should not
come nore often than every five years.

Conservation of genital secretions is the basis of human super-
iority, and the voman uho will produce a superior child should
conserve within her body the potential brain-food of the embry
for as long a period as she can prior to conception.

It is stated in history that the parents of llary, the mother
of Jesus,thived in chastity for 20 years prior to ccncepticn. ller
nother a% that time was an elderly voman long past the age of the
menopause, who had not menstruated for many years previously.

Abraham likewise was born of an elderly mother, and so vere
the great patriarchs of antiguity. Jesus was born %rom a mother
13 years old, Thus the rule holds good that great men are born
of young or elderly mothers who in cither case are not menstruating,

A woman uno menstruated profusely cannot bear a superior child,
as nroven by the expericnce of prostitutes. Such vomen either pro-
duce inferior children, or cre sterile and baren, A womon cannot
expel each nonth, the material of the future embryjonic brain, the
yolk of her future child, =nd expeect to produce a child with a
superior brain.

A superipr broin in the embryo results from the convation of
cholestern and lecithin and phosphates in the blood of the mother,
and this requires the absence of menstiuation and leucorrhea for
a sufficient perlod of time before conception occurs. This is the
Golden Rule to eugenic advance to a supericr race,
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Tripe about "germ-cells" is foolish, The enbryo is formed
from naternal blood; and for this blood to be vital, there must
be noe loss of its essential clements thru menstruation and leucor=
rhea, If such loss has occurred, the longer the blood has a
chance to regencrate itsclf before conception, the better will be
the brain developiient of the coming child,

Road to Regeneration

A student, and a deep one, waose name we shall not give, wrote
us a letter of unusual intercs%. You will agree that this stu-

dent is not just an ordinary person vhen you read the following
excerpts from the letter:

"Your letter at hand this A.M., I most certainly agree with
your version of Creation,

"If man is truly the image of the Divine, if he has fallen,

then we must, like the God Principle, have originally been self-
creative, or llermaph,

"That view coincides with Astrology. Aries, the first sign,
is male, Creative Thought, Taurus, the sccond is female, and
this is the mating sign, and in the Third state, no doubt, came
the separation of the sexes; or in the Third sign man became
male and fcmale, Probably so, he would become self-conscious
arain and self-creative at the end of his cyclic journey.

"All our occult studies lead us to the developnent of the

Endocrine Glands, vhich, without doubt, played an important part
in the Perfect man.

"It is a well-kanown fact that, as Man cvolves (regencrates),
the creative act (of copulation) is nsuseating. That is a good

indication that the trend is to the higher and more refined method
of creating.

"In the Aquarian Age a race of Uranians will develop, Uomen
are becoming more masculine every day (and men rore feminine).
The creative function (as nou performed) will be left to the un-
developed, while the more advanced will create in THOUGHT. For
wve are learning the power of Thought, and Thought Forms have actual-
ly been photographed, I think that 1s the purpose of all New
Thought schools, Yogi, etc.

"One ponders deeply over the mystery. 1 believe that to find
onefs soul mate is Yo find cne as highly evolved as yourself, and
for creation to occur on the mental (spiritual) plane. That would
Eerhaps be one step back towverd LEdenic purity, For the soul-mate

s found only when the lower (animal) nature has boen overcome.

"One wonders vhy the wvhole business of sex anyway. What is
the purpose of going through so much commotion in our evolutione==
first to be perfect, then to be divided into two imperfect halves,
and then to worlk so hard to get back where we orizinally were,"

A splendid letter from a splendid person, who is not sold on
the modern theory of Evolution,
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The "wurnose of going through so ruch cormotion in our Ivolus-
tion" igs the faultr wvorl: of mon, 2rising from that Fall vaich OCe
curred in the early trens;iression. As ve fall, so we must rise
acein: and it is indeed herd worl: "to get to vhere ve originally
wvere, In fect it is so herd thrt only e few vill cver get there,
es stated in the Scriptures. The multitude will vait to be saved
by the scapegoct., But the licsters will seve thensclves,

Bvery sensiblc person is scorching for the Road to Regeneration
But the Noad is narrov, and few there be vho cnter in thereat
vhen they find itv,

Dr. Walter Siegncister vell knous of the Read to Regeneration.
e quotes another man who knous of that road, Cf him Dr, Sieg-
neister says$

"I visited T, the other cay. He shoved me your letter. He
is a fine fellow, He has 3,000 copiecs of his book on hand. He
read to me sometihing that he hos just written, to the effeet thet
the degenerction of Man is o product of abnormel women; and thet
if we are to produce normal humen beings, ve must have normel
mothers to start with. ‘Je ccn never have normel nothers until
vonen 1movr the truth about menstruction; for demincrolized blood
neans inferior embryonic development,"

The most ignorant raiser of livestock knows that in order to
produce normzl hogs, horses, and cews, he must have "normal nothers
to start with. Dut we sce %ine strong, healthy men marrying
wonien with one foot in the grave and the other slipping, end eix-
peetinz to nroduce o family of nermcl children.

unen degenerction begen in sex: ond seed (Gen, 2:17) Gen. 3:9)
Human rogeneration mmyst begin in sex ~nd seed (1 Joan 3:9). The
Ancient Hosters lmeovu thais, It wos so immortent in their lives thot
ther wove tieir religion arownd it, The "motions of sin" licad to
death siwovted Poul 2nd Johne=-but the multitude were enslaved by
their lust and heeded not the message of Life,

Doum throuszh the ages, cven unto this day, the message of Life
has been given to the multitude. lhat is the result? Most dis-
couraging. Only 2 few in cvery gencraticn heed the message,

Virgin Dirth

Zwaardenakxer, a Dutch scientlst, has dencnstroted that potase
siwa ions are radio-active in the human blood, omitiing reys that
nay be detected (Chap. 212), These rodiations, given off by potas-
sium ions, mey be The agenis that it is these racdiations vhich cause
fertiliza%io + OSinilar rcdictions may be supplied by the Sun, by
potossium ions, or by the radictions fren cnother bedy,

Dr. Casanova, in his valuable vorl, "Physiology cnd Medicel
Jurisprudence, a éontribution to the Prospective Relormation of
Several Erroncous Doctrines in Reloticn to Ilumen Renroduction,!
presents mueh clinicel cevidence, clonc vith certcoin vhysiological
considerations, to sunport his oninion that impregnation occurs
from the influencc of the lura 3eninalis (Chazan. 205), a theory sup-
ported by many phrrsicians, He writes:
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"Fecundation may talie nlace vitiiout the semen being materially
propelled into the uteruvs. Thais latter circumstance never occurs,
It is an error to suppcsc thet it coes so, cntertained by those
vho nistalze the uterus for the veagina, Tlils mechanical introduc-
tion of scmen ncver occurs, It is the Aura ”hichihbeing attracted

fron within, produces the fecundation eficct, in the manner already
described,

"The proof of the above assertion is to be found in the fol=-
loving factss

"1, That some females, o have had an a2lmost imperforate
vagina, have been focunﬂatc& withcut cny portion of material semen
beinz nropelled into the vagina, ond therefore much less into the
uterus. I have lmown several fcnales in vhon the passage vas so
narrou, that it could hardly allov the introduction of a common
quill: they could not, of course, allow any degree of penctration

on account of the membdrane, thus partially closing the vagina, being
impenetrable during coition,

"2, That vomen hove been impregnated by men vho could not
ejaculate the scimen into the vagine, because of orgenic malforma-
tion of the penis--as in cases vherc thet organ has been amputated,
and vhere men vho were affected with hypospadias (vhere the orifice

of the urcthra is very ncar the root of th penis), could not ejacu-
late the scmen into the vagine,

"3, Thot vomen vho copulated by the anus, being deficient
of the sciuzl ovgens externally, have been fecundated nevertheless;
and others also conccived through the same chonnel, on account of
the total occlusion of the vagina, according to the folloving case
rccorded by Devergie, in his 'Leg2l Hodicine,:

"IDr, Rossi attended & womcn in child-birth, in the Hospital
of Turin, who had the vagina perfectly closed, fho presentation
of the child correspondecd to the natural part of the cavity; 1ts
head could be felt externally ot the pudendum, and as there was no
assage at all vhereby the vornan could be delivorod, he mede a longi-
udinal incision through the tissue that closed the vaginal canal
and the child wvas born alive, frec from injury. On closer invcsti-
gation, the doctor inquired of the hushand how his wife became
pregnent, to vhich he answered, that as there wvas no means to copu-

late ?ﬁrough the neturel chonnel, he used the unnatural one, the
anus .

The theory of the Aure Seninzlis finds umuch supvort in the fact
that impregnetion may occur as the rosult of two women practicing
tribadism (Chep, 210). It further appears thet impreznetion by
radiation wey occur in the lover animals as well. Crew, in his
work, "Genetics of Scruelitr of Animals," reports that much-quoted
instance of a hen vhich, after layiang egss and thus proving her own
female qualitics, began to act lil'c a rooster ond succeeded in
causing improgna%ion in other hens,

Aristotle hed informotion of this character, e writes:

“"The hens tread one another when the cock is not forthe
coming, after kissing one another just as takes pPlace in the normal
pairing (liistoria Animalum),

Dr, Todd, in his Cyclopedia of Anatomy 2né Physiology, observes:
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"Some authors have even referred to direct experiment in favor
of the agency of an aure, Mondat, for cxample (De la Sterilite,
pe 17), states that he has witnessed experiments performed by
lorscuc, of Turin, with this view, from which it vas found that
the biteh could be impregnated vhen it was impossible, as he
steted, that the substance of the seiinal fluid could in substance
pass into the uterus of other parts. Recurved tubes, containing
in the closed end a quantity of the (male) dog's seminal fluid,
trere introduced into the vagina of the bitch in such a way that
nonc of the fluid itself could escapey; but only an emanetion or
supposed Aure rising from it, with the subsequent occurrence of
iapregnation in 10 out of 30 animals on vhich the experiment vas
perforned,”

In ocnother scction of his worlzy, under the title "Instances
in vhich it has becn 2llesed that imnregnation has taken place in
the human fe.icle vithout there being sny possibility of the seminal
fluid itself passing inverd in the female genital nassages," Todd
tells of numcrous cases of pregnancy in vomen thet appeared to be
the result of clectro-magnetic radiction,

liuch covidence nas been produced to sunnort the belief in an
"Aure sciiinalis" emanating from thie body of the mele, and causing
the passive ovum in the female body to hecome active and develop
into 2an enbryo, vithout the passase of semen, This theory vas
accented by the great Physiologist, Jonn Harvey, and was the genw-
erally accepted doctrine until sbout scvepty-five years ago. Those
vao nov reject it are unable to prove that it is folse,

Preventing Impregnatien Mentolly

tle nove aquoted Dr, Timme on the subjlect of the Immaculate
Conception.s In the same booklet he nresents some facts, little
Imowm to the nedical world, showin: the dangers growing out of the
attenpt, during copulation, to prevent impregnation through the
exzercise of the psychical powvers, He scys:

41t is a ¢uite prevalent idgon amony meny of the laity that
if, during intercoursc, the simultancous occurrence in both, of
the orgasmns, can be »reventcd, then conception vill not occur.
As a result of this, it is not surprising to find thiat inmumecrable

instanccs come to the attention of the physician of such attempts
at inhibition,

"In this particular group of patients now to be described,
numbering five, a franl: confession of the desirc to bLe free of
the results (Impreznation---Clenents) of intercourse vas made; and
he method to atiain such frcedom vas to nrevent the orgasm from
occurring 2t the critical juncture,

"In each case there was added the cxtrenely interesting and
inportant statement thet this attemnt ot inhibition was made with
all the 'mental powver! that could nossibly be brouznt to bear in
order to delay the orgasm ané further, that suddenly, during the
atteipt, there occurred a queer feeling in the head as of something
fearing or breaking within it, acconpanied by severe pains, and,
in tuo cases,; of nausea as vell.

"In all of the five cases, Fithin a few days following, there
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was noticed a grsdual changs of feature, beginning in four of the
cases in the fesce with 8 gradusl spreading =snd enlaergemsnt of the
meler bones. In the other case, the change was one of beglnning
obesity. These changes were rspldly progressing, in four to a
distinot acromegaly, in the remaining one, to a marked pituitary
type of obesity."

Acromegaly: A chronic disease, cheracterized by enlargement
of the bones and soft parts of the hends, feet, end fasce, The
disease is often associated with hypertorphy of the piltuitery
gland or with disease of the thyroid glend.

"Mwo of the cases went to surgicsl intervention with the re-
moval of a pituitsry sdenoms in the one snd the finding of an in-
opereble pituitery mess in the other, One died, refusing opera-
tinn, of whet was indubiably a pituitery neoplassm with all the
classical signs snd symptoms. One disapreered from observation,
though not before X-ray examinetion of the skull snd complete phy=-
sical status was ocompiled, giving certain evidence of s pituitary
neoplesm. And finally, one is still slive, acromegelic in the
extreme, with no advence of the condition, but with frequent head~-
sches and visuel disturbances which seem to be esllayed by treat=-
ment, both medicel and rediotherapeutic.

"0f the five ceses, four were women and one msn. Three of
the cases were married. The ages at which the initial symptoms
were inauguarated were all in the twentles, or esrly thirties.

The cases were collected over a period of about twelve years.
While 1n this period of time the author has questioned intensely
egll his cases of pituitery neoplasm, and hes elicited in only five
of the cases the important preceding history cited sbove, yet he
feels convinced thaet in some others there was sctually the same
determining factor, but thst the pstient wes averse to confessing
itees

"To summerize, therefore: Five ceses ere presented, four
women, one man, who developed pitultary neoplesm, following direot-
1y upon what might be called psychic treuma, cslled forth by at-
tempts to inhibitv conception at intercourse., A short synopsis of
these cases 1s herewith eppended,

"Case l.--Unmarried women, sge twenty. Ceme for examination
becsuse of beginning distortion of feastures involving face and ex-
tremities particularly: intense 'blinding' headaches; cessation
of menstruatlion; eppearesncs of hair on 1lips, chin and body with
masculine distribution. These sign and symptoms appeared after
the inhibitory ettempt, described in the text was msds,

"The sslient points in the examimation were a markedly bilet-
eral temporal contracted visual field; a skull X-ray showing an
enlarged pitultary fossa with erosion; no chsnge in the blood su-
gar level, bul s merkedly diminished blood calcium (5.6); a mild
lsukopenla, with & low polymorphonucleer count, (42 per cent); no
change in the lmportant reflexes except perheps a slight increesss;
no Bebinski or other pyramidael tresct signs; no clonus; no distur-
beance in gait or station; a mild myotatic irritadbility. There
was no urinary suger, no inoreesed frequency of micturition snd
no sbnormelity in the amount voided. A diesgnosis of beginning
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pituitery neoplesm wes made,

"Treatment, endocrine in cheracter, together with X-ray cr-
oss firing of the pltuitery wes undertaken for some months with=-
out svail. The symptoms beceme more and more distressing, vision
repidly diminished, pepilloedema arose on both sides; heaéaches
were unbesrsble and operative interference was undertaken. The
operstion disclosed e lerge mess gelatinous in chsracter, involve
ing the pituitary glend and spreading ebove and laterally there-
from, This wes largely removed, and the pstient mede & partiel
recovery, although criticel suger disturbences mede their sppear=-
ance which retarded recovery..,This patient slowly began to lose
ground and eventually died.

"Cese 2.--W/oman, merried, age 32. Distinctly acromegalic,
with headaches, nausea and vomiting. This condition begen slmost
immediately after the specific antecedent occurrences described
in the esrticle eight months previously. The examiretion disclos-
ed the unmistekeble signs of e pituitery neoplssm with feiling
vision, contraction of visusl fields, cessstion of menstruation.
Without further partioculsrizetion, she was trested in various
ways, including cross radistion of the pituitery with moderate
success for & time, Finally operation beceme imperative and e
large tumor-mess was found involving the pituitery. This was de~-
clared to be on account of its slze snd location inoperable. The
patient died soon thereafter.

"Case 3.--Womean, unmerried, eged 33. Ten years before ed-
mission to the hospitel after the specific sntecedent occurrence
described sbove, she began to grow obese, sluggish mentelly and
physicelly; headsches supervened end were particularly distress-
ing; vision beceme impeired. Without going into specific detells
-=-8l11 of which indiceted @ progressively advenced pituitery neo=-
plesm, the petient was advised to ellow operetive procedure to
seve what remeined of her eyesight, but this was refused. Her
condition became more end more grave end she finally succumbed.
This case represents a different type of pitultary sympomatology
-=-no acromegely, but distinct obesity of pitultery charecter.

"Case L.--Women, unmerried, eged 4O. Distinctly scromegslic
which scromegsly begen ebout twenty yesrs earlier, following the
seme antecedent occurrence as the other cases described. This
aeromegaly for some years remained stationsry, with oceasionsl
severe headaches only. Very slight impeirment of vision but some
moderate bitemporsl hemienopsia. She has been under endocrine
therapy and perticularly cross radiation of the pituitary with
success. The X-rsy of the skull shnws merked enlargement of the
pituitery fosse with fecetting but no actusl destruction of the
walls.

"Case 5.--Man, married, sged 43. This pstient was distinct-
ly acromegelic but in addition hed superimposed an obesity or
pituitery orign. In this particular instance, the desire to a-
void & largs family geve rise to the praotice described of pre-
venting conception. On one of these occasions, some ten years
ago, which he remembered well, a sudden onset of violent pains
arose in his head, followed by a feeling of numbness in his face.
This graduslly, in the course of a8 few days became less but as
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it modereted, he was consociocus of 8 beginning fulness of the fa-
cilael features which became progressive, With it an enlergement
of hands end feet occurred, headaches began, vision becare im-
paired end many of the classicel signs of pituitery neoplasm a-
rose. Treatment was begun with e pperently some relief, but in
the oourse of it pastient becoming discouraged, left, and no fur=-
ther word from him has been received.”

The first and the most importent law is the law of creation,
When the children of thet lew, in their ignorance end vice, at=-
tempt to interfere with its operation, it is only logicsl to ex-
pect the most serious consequences to occur., It is for us to
learn sll we cen sbout the first law of our being, snd then care-
fully obey it,

THEOLOGY AND SCIENCE

We hsve seen thst modern science is not definite and posi-
tive es to any of its seversl theories of impregnetion. For this
reason it is in no position to discredit other theories of im-
pregnation, nor to declare impossible the Immaculate Conception
and the Virgin Birth. Yet it stubbornly holds that these can=-
not occur.

Between the bigotry of science without feith, and the big-
otry of feith without secience, Truth runs & terrible gasuntlet.

"All the laws of Physicel Evolution cannot explain the first
genesis of Mind," declsres the reviewer of "Evolution" in the En-
cyclopedia Britennioca. If that applies to Mind, how much more
forceful it epplies to Creation.

Modern theology is utterly devoid of science. It rests up-
on blind faith that is unsupported by either facts or laws., Its
greastest weakness lies in its ignorance of physicel facts end nat-
ural laws., For thlis resson the educated clergy is fearful that
modern science will uncover its theological errors.

The ancient scientists, who said, "In the day thst thou eat-
est thereof thou shslt surely die" (Gen, 2:I7), based his state-
ment on sclientific knowledge. He has been rejected by theology
and forgotten by the church.

The traveling preacher who weiled, "0 wretched man that I
am! Who shall deliver me from the body of this deatht (Rom. 7:
2l), admitted thet he had not the Eﬁowfeage of the ancient scien-
tist. He hes been seinted by the church and worshipped by the
clergy.

The sncients made science their religion. They joined
science with religion snd rejected things unscientificec., The
strength of their belief lay in their knowledge of science, Their
creeds were besed upon scientifice knowledge derived from & study
of the Forces of Nature end the Laws of the Universe.

Modern theology hed its origin in the Dark Ages. It 1s
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based on fables end miracles, It hes divorced solence and re-
ligion snd rejected sll things-scientific, It means of atteining
its ends ere absurd snd preposterous. The creeds of Christendom
begin "I believe™ (1 Thes. 4:1lL4). Not one begins "I know." They
rest upon speculstion and superhaturalism, They involve unthink=-
eble propositions that drive a rationel mind to the other extremse.
It is this fact thet goeds the scientific skeptic into character-
1zing the loftiest preceptions of life as mere superstitions.

The Agnostic is the product of church dogma.

Modern science enters the debate with demonstreted facts that
dismey theology and disconcert the clergy. Part of these discov-
ered facts contradict certain theological dogme. Modern science,
therefore, declares that theology has no besis in fact. By this
it essumes that there can be no undiscovered facts which mlght
demonstrate the error of Evolution.

If the clerpy really knew what it now only professes to be-
lieve, how guickly the whole existent order of theologicsl-dis-
course would chenge. If modern science were only able to con-
ceive thet there might be facts of Nature beyond the scope and
methods of its own school, how soon would our general scientific
study and experiment include the effects on man of the Law of
Devolution.

Although sclence drives theology from one faslse position to
gnother as to evolutionary history, it does not in the least af-
fect the basis of thst theology, which is faith in the belief
that Men is the son of God. If theology could but rationslly de-
monstrate a basis for its fsith, humsn existence would be trens-
formed with new and higher aspirstions.

Theology has never mde a rational and scientific effort to
verify its feith in the Virgin Mother, the Immaculate Conception,
the Virgin Birth, or the Higher Life. lodern science, on the
contrsry, hess conducted a vigorous, determined campeign ageinst
what it s pleased to term the "“superstitions™ of menkingd.

The great teachers of the world gsined ascendency over hu-
manity by force of two conditions: (1) They had something in-
spiring to tesch, (2) Humenity responded to that teeching by
reason of the fect that it sppealed to the higher nature of maen.
These sncient Masters claimed to know knowledge on those things
in which theology has only a blind faith. Vithout this basic
knowledge, both the lives and the doctrines of these Masters be-
come meaningless.

It is easier to conceive that modern science is not in po-
sition to demonstrate sll the facts of Nature, then it is to
doubt all the spiritusl philosophy of the world. It is as log-
iecal to concede that modern science may draw erroneous conclu-
sions, 8s to insist that these great teachers of the Higher Life
were either charlatans or lunatics,

If there 1s no foundation for the encient legends and tradi-
tions regarding the Virgin Mother, the Immaculate Conception,
the Virgin Birth, snd the Higher 1ife, these ancient Mastsrs
lied to humenity, end the world is without guidance, That is,
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in fact, the position of sclentific skepticism.

The discoveries of unprejudiced resesrch constantly force
the church to revemp its theology. The discoveries of biologists
and sexologists constantly force modern science to revise its
theories,

The anoient Scientist asserts that the God Principle oresated
men, This mekes man the Son of his Creator. The ancient scien-
tist further esserts that men was created in the imege and after
the likeness of the God Principle, in that men was endowed with
the "male end femsle™” qualities of Crestion (Gen. 1:26, 27; Gen.
5:1, 2), This assertion is scientific in thet it egrees with the
Law of Heredity, thet like begets like,

Modern science ridicules this origin of men snd rejects this
priciple of law. In so doing it commits some of its many sericus
errors. It considers present men and women as sbsolutely normal
specimens of human beings of the highest order. It regerds them
es two different distinet types, end sttempts to divide the sex-
es into two separate groups. It asserts that hetero-sexuslity
is the normsl psychical stste of humenity, end that uni-sexuality
is the normsl physical state. With this fundsmental error as a
foundetion for a working hypothesls for universal knowledge,
science plunges itself into & prison of derkness snd ridiucles
those who refuse to join it in the dungeon.

Modern science has failed in its sttempts to seperate the
gsexes into two distinct classes. It has feiled to discover that
present men and present women prove, by their psychicsl and phy-
sicel states, that they have both descenced from e common pro=-
genitor of a higher order.

Present men and women possess the dusl, dormant qualities
of each--the male with dormant, undeveloped female queslities, and
the female with dorment, undeveloped male qualities (Chap. 197).
The condition of the sexes shedes from the seemingly feminine to
the seemingly mesculine in imperceptible stages, with varying

degrees appearing between the two extremes thet can be classed
as neither (Chap. 15).

This fact is common knowledge., It has been cited by Darwin,
Huxley and others as proof that present men end women heve both
descended from a primordisl progenitor thet possesses, in a per-
fect, functional state, all the rudimentary end atrophied orgesns
that now appear in the present men and women (Chsp. 147).

The subject of sexual modification, differentiation and sep-
aration is one which modern science asserts is sn unsolved mys-
tery. On this subject our leading biologlsts and sexologists
heve supplied certain surprising facts, which modern science ig-
nores, Some of these facts have been cited. Many more could be
mentioned were thet necessary for our purpose, As the same law
applies to all, we know by the Law of Anelogy that whaet ocours
in one species will occur in another,
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LAW OF SEX SEPARATION

Sexuel modification end sexusl sepsration involve two
scientific factars, as follows:

1. Modern science admits that "in all life there is no re-
liable evidence in favor of sn ascending evolution of organic
forms generally.

There 1s not one living coreature known, including msn,
which, if left to its own resources, does not degenerate. This
fact is one of the most importent general conclusions of modern
soience sgeinst the theory of evolution., (Lesson 45, p. 11).

Perfection appesrs only in such creatures as still possesa
functional bisexual qualities, in the image snd after the like-
ness of the Crestive Principle, and live forever (Chap. 202, p.
19). All other orestures must be classed as degenerates (Chap.
207). A state of imperfect unisexuslity, as appesrs in present
humanity, must be regerded as a condition of degenerstion. That
assertion is supported by the following fact:

2. Modern scilence concedes thet "rudimentery orgens in all
living forms constitute positive imperishable records of s once
higher state of perfection previously posssssed by the very spec-
i6s that now have them in pary, 1f NOL 1n whols" Darwin).

With these two fundemental factors before us, it becomes
necessary to determine something of the changes thét occur in
organisms subjected to the Lew of Devolution. If we may discov-
er this knowledge @as to any eresture, the Law of Analogy will en=-
able us to determine some of the unknown changes that have occur-
red in the human hody as a result of degeneration.

Albert Edwerd Wiggam, in Physcial Culture magazine for
September, 1935, writes under the title, "Is Men the 'Wesker
Sex'?" He presents strong evidence to support the Doctrine of

the Virgin Birth and our philosophy of regenerstion, He holds
that~--

i1, The male is the "weaker sex";

2. The male is the product of the Virgin Birth;

3. Reproduction proceeded for asges "with but one sex";

L. The mele appeared as a result of degeneration;

5. Nature produced the male "to secure & greater variety,"

On the first four factors enumersted, Wigsgem end science
agree with our philosophy and with the records conteined in sn-
cient litersture. Reproduction proceeded for meny ages "with
but one sex," making men the child of the Virgin Mother by the
process of Immaculate Cohception and the Virgin Birth.

The fourth and the fifth fasctors enumerated fail to hermon-
ize. This faoct makes it certain that the one or the other of
them is erroneous. For harmony is truth, while discord is error.

The correctness of our philosophy depends on and demands
harmonious relationship with and between all the verious factors
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involved, If we cannot establish concord where discord reigns,
our reasoning is feulty and our oconclusion is erroneous.

It is importesnt to analyze and exsmine the reason for the
discord descrived, Out of such snalyzetion end exasmination should
come the factor that will determine whether science is correct
in its contention that man is only an improved ape by virtue of
en ascending Evolution, or whether we sre correct in our conten-
tion thet present men is the degenerate son of the God Principle.

Modern science holds thet Nature produced the male merely
"to secure a greater variety." Does the multiplimen existence?
Is it 8 fundamental factor in humen improvement? Is it an essen-
tisl element in the function of Nature end the forwerd march of
Life? Is it of such vitel importence as to be the csuse of a
transformetion of human beings?

Modern science answers these questions in the effirmetive.
Therefore, it remains for us to exemine the evidence presented,
end attempt to determine, by logicel and scientific deductions,
whether modern science is right or wrong.

If the multiplication of veriety is the impelling csuse and
the controlling faotor in the separation of the sexes, then the
condition of "greater varlety" must correctly be considered as
an improvement on previous conditions; for the course of natursl
processes, when unharpered and unobstructed, is eternally forward
to higher levels.

If the multiplicetion of variety is e condition of improve-
ment, then there not only exists resson snd purpose for the ap=-
pearance of the male, but the improvement desired obviocusly de-
manded the superior function of en improved organism. In that
event, the male must be considered as superior to the female-=-
end this oleim is masde by science for the mele, &s we shall see.

This improved cresture (the msle) could appear only as the
result of improved conditions, for the lew is that under the same
result is obteined. Here is the point where Wiggem and science
commit the errcor that keeps the theory of EBvolution alive. Cor-
rect this error and the theory of Evolution is utterly destroyed.
This error we propose to correct.

Wiggam and science show thet "woman" appeared first, and re-
produced by the process of the Immaculete Conception end the
Virgin Birth for meny sges before man errived on the scens, Un-
der the Lew of Agamogenetical Reproduction, this fertile orsature
of "one sex" called woman, produced fruit of its (her) kind, and,
under the Law of Thelytokous Reproduction, the fruit so produced
wes the automorphic counterpart of the parent of "“one sex.,"

Thelytokous Reproduction: Generation in which only female
offspring is born.

The increase in "variety" resulting from this asexusl pro=-
cess of reproduction was exceedingly slow, therefore, "Nature
sooner or later sought a speeding up of this process" (of varia-
tion) by producing a separation of the 8exes, says Clement Wood,
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who writes:

"The one sdvantageous process developed (by a separation
of the sexes--Clement) is the process or principle of cross fer=-
tilizetion (male end female--Clements). Mere reproduction (by
parthenogenesig--Clements) continues the type unchanged, except
by sluggish environmental changes, Heredity is repetition.

"The werd sex is used loosely to describe even the earliar
states of cross fertilization. From this stendpoint, sex is a
dynamic priciple of biology, arising graduslly from the advantage
it afforded in securing the commingling of the ancestral elements
of heredity. Its value as a device for meinteining a difference

of potential energy depends upon the degree of completeness that
it sttains,

"The true mesning of sex is not that of securing or verfect-
ing reproduction; it is the secondary effect of securing veriat-
ion, end through varistion the production of higher types or or=-
ganic structure--in a word, of speeding up orgasnic evolution"
(Evolution of Sex, p. 16).

Wiggem, V/ood and science consider the subject of Sex strict~-
ly from the viewpoint of Evolution., They see in the processes
of Nature nothing beyond s "speeding up of organic evolution.”
Hence they must believe and sssert that the development of the
male, the separation of the sexes, was @& "speeding up of organic
evolution" to "new, more complex snd higher forms." Any other
course would be fatal to their theory.

While claiming that the male & ppeared as an improvement in
the scheme of Evolution end was evolved out of the female for the
purpose of "securing grester variety,"™ Wiggem and science pre-
sent evidence showing that the male appeared as a result of de-
generative conditions. But that line of reasoning is strictly in
accord with the theory of Evolution, which is a process of evolv-
ing the higher from the lower, from the worm to the ape, from the
ape to man, This is the doctrine of the Greater from the Lesssr,
Something from Nothing.

The theory of Evolution is in opposition to every establish-
ed fsct of Nature sand to every known law of the Universe. Evolu=-
tion makes man the product of chance, asccident, a8 '""mere after-
thought of Nature." Wiggem says:

"The mele of the species was apparently a mere after-thought
on the part of Mother Neture" (Physicel Culture., Sept. 1935, p.
12)

Clement Wood is of the seme opinion:

"The female is the primary and original sex, end continues
throughout &s the main trunk; the male element wes added after-
wards for purposes of variation, The mele is therefore, a mere
af ter-thought of Nature" (Evolution of Sex, p. 19).

Wood wrote in 1924. Wiggem wrote in 1935, They both follow
the observations of Prof. Lester Ward, expressed in his vsluable
5]



work, "Pure Sociology," written more than thirty years sgo.
He says:

"The femele is not only the mwimery and original sex, but
continues throughout as the mein trunk...the msle is therefore,
as it were, & mere after-thought of Neture, Moreover, the male
gSex was at first and for a long periecd, eand still throughout many
of the lower orders of beings, devoted exclusively to the func-
tions for which it was created, viz., that of fertilization. A~
mong millions of humble creatures, the mele 1s simply and solely
a fertilizer" (p. 313).

The female represents the center of gravity of the whole bi=-
vlogical system, that which Herbert Spencer terms, "the moving
equilibrium." It regulates, directs, end controls the process of
development. "The female sex being the organism proper," states
Ward, "the female not only typifies the race, but, metaphor aside,
she is the race,” for she is the crestive focus from whom proceed
the daughter and son.

CHAPTER NO. IIT
VIRGIN BIRTH DEBATE

Floating Lead and Sinking Cork

By H. ki. Shelton, D, F., D N. T.

Isostesy is the condition of equilibrium which the earth's
surface tends to assume under the action of terrestrial gravita-
tion, as sffected by the transferenca of materiel regions of de-
nudation to those of deposition, and by differences in density in
verious portions of the earth's mass near the surface,

Only within recent years have geologists begun to understand
the mriciple of isostasy. The more they know of this subject the
less patience they have with hypotheticsl land bridges, sunken
continents and the repsated sinking end rising of continents,
which the biologists demend in order to sccount for the distri-
bution of animels, aréd certain pseudo-archaeologists demand to
account for the distribution of encient culturses,

The geologist resents these arbitrery interferences with
the science of geology, erd insists that land bridges and sunken
continents should be demonstrated by positive gsological evidence
and should not be based on the mere exigencies of a hypothetical
genealogy or of a hypothetical lost origin of civilization. '"Who=-
goever postulates a land bridge between continents should be able
to adduce snlid reasons, end to essign a mechanism capable of ac=
complishing the five-mile uplift necessary to bring a deep-sea
bottom to the hydrosphere."

Arthur B. Colemen, in his Presidential Address to the Geol=
ogical Society of America (Dec. 29, 1915) said, in discussing
these difficulties: ™"admitting that in the beginning the litho-
sphere (the land structure of the earth) bulged up in places,
so s to form ocesn beds, there are interesting problems present=
ed as to the permenence of lend and seas, All will edmit marginal
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chenges effeeting large aress, but these sncroschments of the sea
on the continents end the retreats mesy be of quite @ subordinste
kind, not implying the interchange of deep-ses bottoms and land
surfaces. The essential permenence of continents and oceens has
been firmly held by meny geologists, notebly Dena emong the older
ones, and seems ressonable; but there ere geologlsts, especislly
peleontologists, who displsy greet recklessness in rearrenging
land and sea. The trend of e mountesin resnge, or the convenience
of a running bird, or 8 mersupisl sfraid to wet hls feet seems
sufficient warrent for hoisting up any ses bottom to connect con=-
tinent with continent, A Gondwena lend arises in place of an In-
disn Ocean and sweeps across to South America, so thet a spore-
bearing plant can follow up an ice sge; or an Atlantis ties New
Englend to old England to help out the migretions of a shallow-
¥ag§r fauna; or a Lost Land of Agulhas joins South Africa and
ndis,

"It is curious to find these revolutionary suggestions mede
at a time when geodetists are demonstrating thet the earth's crust
over large arees, snd perhaps everywhere, approaches a state of
isostatic equilibrium, and thet isostetic compensation is probebly
complete at a depth of only 76 miles."

Today the geologist end geodist picture the crust of the
earth, that is the entire surfece of the lithosphere, aes being
constituted of earth columns, all of which rest with equal weight
upon the level of complete campensation., This level of compensa-
tion is estimeted to exist et 76 miles below the land surfaces.

At this depth viscous flows snd undertows of the earth tske place,
compensating all differences of grevitetionsl stress,

The materiels constituting s mountein column are thought to
be denser then those making up the surrounding low land columns,
and for this resson the mountains are buoyed up above the surround-
ing territory. The columns under the ocean bottoms, on the con=-
trary, sre thought to consist of heavy materisls like basalt,
which tends to depress the column,

In other words, the meterials composing the earth are seen
to obey the lew of gravitation, Heavy objects tend toward the
center of the earth., Juas lead will sink to the bottom of the
water of a pool, while a cork floets on the surface, so the den=-
ser, heavier structures of the esrth are lowest, while the light=-
er structures are on top.

Therefore, to raise & sea floor, in order to produce a new
continent, some means must be found to dilate the dense material
composing the floor. The "lead" in other words, must be made to
rise to the top of the world.

After considering the difference of density that must exist
between the continental and submerine earth columns, Coleman
would have us bear in mind "thet to trensform great aress of sea
bottom into lend it would be necessery either to expand the rock
beneath by several per cent or to replesce heavy rock, such as bas-
alt, by lighter materiels, such es granite., There is no obvicus
way in which the rock beneath a sea bottom cen be expanded enough
to 1ift it 20,000 feet, as would be necessary in parts of the In-

53~



dian Ocean, to form a Gondwana lend; so one nust sssume that
light roecks replace heavy ones beneath & million square miles of
ocean floor, Even with unlimited time, it is hard to imsgine a
mechanism that oould do the work, and no convincing geological
evidence oan be brought forwerd to show that such a thing ever
took place, The distribution of plents and enimals should be
arranged for by other means than by the wholesele elevstion of
ocean beds to make dry land bridges for them."

If i1t is difficult to expand the heavier, denser structures
forming the submerine earth columns and raise them five thousana
to twenty thousand feet, in order to maske continents where there
are now continents; it is equaelly es difficult to condense lighter
structures composing the continentel earthoolumns and depress
them an equal distance in order that they msy sink. It is diffi-

cult to get the lead to fleat, it is equslly ss difficult to get
the cork to sink,

If the continent of Atlentis ever existed, where did it go?
It sunk, is the enswer., Sunk where? TFive thousand feet under
waters of the sea, How? How? 1In order to sink it would have to
displace the hesvier, denser structures upon which it rested,
Their displacement would have to equal the space occupied by the
continent, Where were they displaced to?

A smell islend mey crumble and settle below the surface of
the water, but not a continent. The distribution of men, the dis-
tribution of culture, should be accounted for by other means than
the wholesasle depression of continental esth-columns that formed
the continent on which the culture origineted. The continent of
Atlantis simply never existed. It is pure hypothesis, invented
to meet certain hypothetical demands of pseudo-archseologists,

The Egyptiens, the Mexlicens, the Mayans, etc., did not receive
their culture from the Atlanteans, for these people never existed.
The striking similerity and partisl identity of these widely sep=-
areted cultures can be acccunted for by other and semi-historical
meens. Ve do not need to call in what seems, in the light of our
present knowledge, ths lmpossible to sccount for these things,

The idea of a sunken Atlantis comes from Plato. No Greek
writer prior to Plato ever mentions it. Pleto seys he got ths
story from a Greek, who received it from en Egyptian priest. Thils
"priest" told it as a "proof of the wonderful genius of ths
Greeks." He pictures these Atlenteasns as s domineering nation who
attempted to put the whole world under their feet. After they had
beaten the Egyptians and every other srmy, @ handful of Greeks de-
feated them and drove them back., Plaeto hes the Egyptian priest
to say thls was "nine thousand years ago," or about 9,600 B, O.
This is nearly 7,000 years before Athens was vivilized and more
than seven thousand years before there were any Greeks in Greecs,

Plato has elephants on the Atlentic, Greek gods in the Atlan-
tean temples, end other impossible things in his story. He tells
us thaet they had a powerful fleet sand scoured the ocoasts of Europe
and advenced up the Mediterranean. However, not & single stone

or weapon of this lost civilization has ever been found on the
coasts of Europs,



The geogrephy in Plsto's story 1ls equelly ebsurd, It is
thought thet in his tory of the lost Atlentis Plato was merely
making a romance out of the sctusl conquest of the Persians by
the Greeks, for it is known that the whole legend grew up after
the bettle of Marathon. It is elso known thet the Athenisns,
themselves, understood Plato's long stary as "merely & piece of
elegent flection, a utopien romance."

Other Greek writers do speek of @ lost civilization., Modern
scholars regard these writings ss blurred accounts of the lost
Creten clivilizetion. Cretaen civilization was far esdvanced when
the Greeks came into Greece. The Greeks destroyed it. Caphtorin
of Genesls X, 14, Deut. II, 23, and Jeremish XLVII i1s Crete. The
Philistines came from the land of Caphthor,

Cretan civilizetion was the highest of its age, in certeln
respects superior to our own, and extended its influence to
Greece, Rome, Troy, Phonecis, Egypt, Asis Minor, etc, Meny things
in Greek mythology refer to it. It mey be the world's oldest or
first civilization. But Crete didn't sink and its civilization
was destroyed by the same thing thet destroyed all other past
civilizations--by a conquering nation,

It is time we cease all silly telk ebout the super-civiliz-
ation of Atlentis and of the secret wisdom bequesthed by its sur-
vivors to the anclent civilizations. There is not one small bit
of foundetion for the whole mess of romsntic fiction that has

grown up about this myth. "Phooey" upon those who mix bunk up
with Orthopethy, from me!

There is reslly no ground for the fable of & lost occult wis-
dom possessed by the people of Babylon, Egypt, etc. The science
and art of these peoples was crude, Their architecture was crude
end so were their agricultursl methods. The Babylonians knew &
little a stronomy, the Egyptiens less, Babylonlen priests invented
sstrology and derived a good income from it,

The history of ancient civilizetions show that they began
crudely end advanced by a slow process of development--they gained
knowledge as they went along just as we do, Little or none of
that knowledge is lost, There is nothing anywhere to show that
they received any great wisdom nor any knowledge of virgin births
nor of any age of the Gods from any destroyed civilization.

The Egyptians were not overflowing with wisdom, They retain-
ed meny religious legends of their barbarous days which were in-
fantile. They were not too intelligent to believe, a8 the savage
does, that a dead men needs his weapons and enjoys his material
treasures in the next world., Other sncient peoples were as ig-
norent as the Egyptians.

Fornication and Imsgination

Comment by Clements

In this instellment of his debate, Shelton seeks another
field and endeavors to show that the legends of sunken contin-
ents are as empty as he considers those of the Virgin Birth.



Not only hes the opinion of sunken continents been entertain-
ed by intelligent scholsrs, but much time and labor have been ex-
pended tracing their outlines, There are meny good books on the
subject, and those to whom the subject is new, mey reedily gather
much informetion on it by reading any of these books.

As to the ignorasnce of the sncient Egyptiens, it seems they
were so dumb that we ere still sesrching for some of thelr many
lost arts and sciences that are superior to ours, among which is
thet of mummifying the dead which we hsve not yet discovered.
They also built some stone pyramids, about five or six thousand
years ago, that will be ma jestically standing as they are today,

when the proudest of our present structures have crumbled into
dust and been forgotten,

We still marvel et the wisdom of the celebrated Greek philos-
ophera and sages, such as Solon, Democritus, Pythagoras, Plato,
etc. But few people know that they geined thelr great wisdom from
the ancient Egyptiens, Nor do Christians know that Apollonius of
Tyana, the real Jesus of the Gospels (1 Cor. 1:12) acquired his
knowledge as an Initiste in the Egyptiesn Mysteries (Num., 24:8;
Hos. 1ll1l:1; Mat. 2:15).

The Wisdom of the Egyptian Hierophants, touching religion
end the secrets of Neture, has not been reached by us. All the
valuable teaching in the Bible comes from that source, If Shelton
should reed that monumental work entitled "The Gods Of the Egyp=-
tians," he would suffer the shock of his life, It may be bought
for about $60,00 if it can be found, It is old and hard to find.

This debste 1s on the subject of the Virgin Birth, to whioch
we shall direct our remarks as closely as may be,

Last month we discussed Fornication, and shall continue
here. The encient Masters regarded fornication as fornication,
regardless of whether the pasrticipents were merried or unmarried.
They did not coet their pills with suger. They did not use euph=-
onious terms in discussing "incontinence or lewdness." They
shouted to the multitude:

"Flee fornicetion., Every sin that e men doeth is without
the body; but he that committeth fornication sinneth against his
own body"...,"If any men defile the temple of God, him shell God

destroy; for the temple of God is holy, which temple ye are" (1
Cor, 3:17; 6:18).

No distinction appears here between the merried and unmar-
ried. Psul says, "He that committeth fornicetion," whether he be
married or unmarried, "sinneth ageinst his own body," and defiles
"the temple of God."™ All other sins "that a man doeth are with=-
out the body." But this sin directly defiles the body itself;
and the effect is the same whether the sctors sre merried or un-

married, The laews of God and Nature respect not the conventionsal
and convenient rules of man.,

The encient Mesters did everything in their power, it seems,
to rescue the race from the "sin unto death" (1 John 5:16).
They revealed the reason for the6maintenance of the principles of
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chastity and celibacy. We know todsy thet there is something
sbout fornicetion that is wrong, just as Adeam end Eve did, in
spite of the fact that the purpose of the institution of marriage
was to remove from the mind the nstursl repugnsnce to the act.
That natural repugnance is the result of en instinctive faculty,
implented in humanity to guide it sefely through the Jjourney of
life, That faculty hes been suppressed by the institution of mer-
riage, snd dulled by habit,

Nothing cen so exssperate the sensusl men as to interfere
with his sensusl pleasure. To inform him that indulgence for
mere pleasure is a violation of the laws of the higher physiology,
brings down upon one the indignation of sl1l his wrath, It is be-
cause the Science of Regenerstion lays the ax st the root of the
tree, that its principles ere so venomously heted by those who
heve no desire to rise sabove the sex plane.

Paul further says:

"What fruits hed ye then in those things (fornication--Cle-
nents) whereof ye are now ashemed? for the end of those things is
death" (Rom, 6:21),

Did the respecteble maiden ever indulge in the sex act the
first time without blushing in shame? But by repetition she be-
comes calloused to the conduct, Even the crime of murder, by
repetition, becomes common to the highwaymen. The sems shame is
experienced whether the maiden is married or unmerried, But it
is not so generasl in the merried, becsuse of the purely psycholog-
icel effect of the minister's magic words that comply with the
rules of man,

The seme thread of shameful thought runs through humanity,
back to the biblical Adem and Eve, Their eyes were opened by the
swful shook of their sexual conduct, and they were ashamed and
hid themselves (Gen. 3:7, 8). They hid from their gullty conscien-
ce, from the God (Spiriti within them., Why did they feel guilty
if coitus 1s natural for humanity, end if they were married and
licensed to indulge? Was it not thst their gulding conscience,
their inner nature, their instinctive reessoning faculty, informed

them that they had cormitted an act unlawful to their godly con-
stitution 8nd hermful to their god-1lke construction?

Shelton is not pleased with the plein statement that "child-
ren of sexusl unions are said to be 'conceived in sin'", Nor do

we suspect such statement of e fact finds a responsive chord in
many minds. Plain truth is never pleasing to the prejudiced.

Shelton asserts that mentrustion is disease, He writes:

"With menkind elmost universally disessed, some portions
more then others end some individusls more than others, it is quite
nstural that menstruation, which is but a symptom of & diseased
condition, should be almost equally universsl" (Menstruation,
Its Cause 8§ Cure, p. 22).

Shelton holds thet diseasse in genersl is the result of un-



lewful conduct. Sin is another term for such conduct, When sin
is the cause of the "almost universelly diseessed" condition called
menstruetion. It results from sbuse end misuse of the Tree of
Life. Out of such asbuse 2nd misuse of the Tree of Life innocent
children come forth by chence and sccident, They are not wanted
when they are made, end not welcome when they errive, The organ
in which they are formed and moulded is polluted, and corrupted,
and diseased. Shelton himself admits it, for he asserts that e
menstruating uterus is a8 disessed uterus,

If menstruation were the only diseesed conditon affecting
the Tree of Life, thet would be sufficient to cause untold suffer-
ing and serious degeneration. But the situstion becomes really
horrible when we add to this, all those dreadful veneresl diseass
that in general afflict the Tree of Life, and sre transmitted
directly to the offspring under the lew of heredity.

King David saw all this. He saw with horror how the Tree of
Life is used, misused, snd shused. He sew thest it was polluted,
corrupted, and diseased. '/hat he sew forced him to shudder end
say:

"Behold, (even) I was shepen in iniqguity; end in sin diad
my mother conceive ma" (Fs, 51:5).

Did he utter e terrible truth? The history of prostitution
1s a disgrace to the race, Next comes the history of our divorce
courts., Incontinencs, lewdness, Sodomy, pederasty, buggery, black-

en every page. And we ere the feeble Truit of thet unlewful, dis-
gusting conduct,

In truth are we shapen in iniquity, snd in sin do our mothers
conceive us., The subject has reached & staege where sex in general
1s dealt with only as an inherently shameful thing. Such terms
88 "iniquity" and "sin" mey be used even in polite society, where
no one would daere to discuss the shameful subject of sex.

Next month Shelton will discuss Virgin Born Monsters. I
shell pursue the subject of Fornicstion. Before I finish I shall
show that fornication is fornication at all times under Netural
Law.

During May Shelton lectured in New York City on Heslth, and
discussed our debate. He writes me that the people want us both
to come there and hold & Jjoint debete on the subject,

On Mey 15 we meiled our students lessons 73-78 of our Science
of Regeneration course, in which it is shown that Man 1s merely a
degenerateWomen. This is the pivotel point of whether the Virgin
Birth is & fact or & fable, so we put in much work on it. The
student will egree with us thet the critics have no guns powerful
enough to destroy the fort we have built in those lessons.

Regenerstion

By G. R. Clements, LLB., N, D., D. C., Ph, D,

The puzzling perable of Gangsis conceals within its symbolic-
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sl envelope the Secret Doctrins of the greatest religious order
of the ancient world. This wes the Atlantean Sacred Mysteries.

About 14,000 B, C. Thoth went to Africe from Atlantis, and
founded on the banks of the Nile the first civilized center of
Africa, He sestablished the Atlantean religion, and chose a cer-
tain number of select persons whom he judged fittest to receive
the secret wisdem., He united them in a body, known es the "Prissts
of the Living God," instructed them in the Atlesntean sciences and
arts, and explained the symbols by which they were conceslsd from
the people in general.

Among the sciences taught by Thoth was the secret of Regen-
eration snd Spirituelity. This secret he communicetad to the
"Priests of the Living God," snd bound them by the most terrible
osth never to put the secret in writing, nor to reveal it to any
one, except to those who by long trisl and severe test should be
found worthy to receive it, These in turn were bound by the same
conditions and osth,

Ages later the Jews contacted the ancient Egyptleans and
discovered the Edenic parable. They copied the pereble into their
sacred writings, but were never able to acquire the explenation
of it. Thet is the reason why no direct reference to it appears
in the Bible after the Genesis account,

Then about 170 A, D., at Alexandria, Egypt, came the birth
of the church. It adopted the Jewish scriptures, but was unable
to secure the esoterio explanetion of the Edenic pesrable. So it
prepared the New Testesment, end substituted the doctrine of a
crucified god, based its plan of salvation on belief in g series
of unsound conditions, then begen its campesign of destroying
science and leerning in Europe snd forcing converts into the fold.
This finally plunged Europe into the Dark Ages, a true account of
which is not allowed to be taught in eny school in Christendom.

No institution has ever been able to discover the true ex-
planation of the Edenic parable. The secret doctrine was never
reduced to writing. It remained locked in the breasts of the
Priests of the Living God. When the church at lest rose in power,
plundered and destroyed the Temple of the Ancient Sacred Myster-
ies, and murdered the members that it could not convert, the
Priests of the Living God sesled up their leading Templs, the
Great Pyramid of Gizeh, snd fled with their secret to the jungles
of the Himalayes. Since the crucifixion of Jesus, they have made
no further attempts to enlighten the people. They learned that
while the world clamors for truth, ti crucifies the teachers of
truth,

Freemasonry is the oldest and greatest secret soclety of
the modern world. Its members include the kings of empires and
the presidents of nations, But its secret, unwritten work is
merely the prettle of & child when compared to the profound sci-
ence concealed within the Edenic¢ parable. Yet no member of ths
order dares to put that secret work in writing, because he is
bound by several of the most blood-curdling naths never to do so.

The Edenic psrable hes ruzzled students snd scholsrs. Ths
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very theory on which it is founded--the placing by God, in the
way of BEve, of & temptation that He knew she could not resit--is
sufficient to discredit the ordinary reading of the narrative,
The effect that was to follow the eating of the forbidden fruit,
appears to an ordinary mind to furnish the most lsudable motive
for disobeying the command to abstain.

Thet "eating of the forbidden fruit" wes simply & figurative
mode of expressing the performence of the act apparently necessary
to the perpetustion of the race, an act which in its origin weas
thought to be the source of all evil, is evident from the conse-
quences that followed, and from the curse it entailed,

Whet conditions were imposed upon the woman as a penslty for
eating of the "forbidden fruit"? "In sorrow thou shalt bring
forth children; and thy shall be to thy husbend, and he shall
rule over thee™ Cen, 3:16).

The curse inflicted on Eve has always been a mystery to com=-
mentators. Whet connection is there between the esting of fruit
end sorrow in producing children? "The meaning is evident," saeys
Steniland Weks, "when we know thet conception end childbearing
were the direct consequences of the act forbidden” (Ancient Wor-
ships, p. 39).

The Fall of Man resulted in race degeneration. It caused
the 1loss of the Dual Elements of Creation. The degenerative course

finally produced the present imperfect unisexusl condition, With
these changes came--

1. Sexual consciousness (their eyes were opened) Gen. 3:

17).

2., BSexual generation (in sorrow thou shalt bring forth
children--Gen, 3:16),

3. Death (in the day thou eatest thereof thou shelt surely
die--Gen. 2:17).

In the perfect state, before the fall, the orgsnism was com-
plete. The sacred function of creation was performed by one Su=-
preme Unit, possessing the dusl elemsnts of creation in a func-
tional degree, The body still possesses these dual slements, but
the positive elements is rudimentary and useless in the femsle,
and the receptive element is rudimentery and useless in the mele,
This condition hes divided the primal Unit into two imperfect,
degenerate halves,

In the perfect stage, the offspring is produced by the
spiritusl process of the Immaculate Conception and the Virgin
Birth, as we see in the case of the Adam who begat a son in his
own likeness, after his imege (Gen. 5:3), in that offspring in-

herited from the perfect parent the Dusl Elements of Creation in
a functionsl degree.

This is the Law of Perthenogenesis., It is definitely men-
tioned by Psul, who says thet there is snother Law of Generation
which wers sgainst the Primel ng-»
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"I see another law (of generation) in my (gensrative) mem-
bers, warring ageinst the lew of my mind (spiritwel generation--
paerthenogenesis), end bringing me into captivity to the law of

gigl{gr?nal generation) whioch is in my (generative(members" Rom,
:-30

These two laws of generstion Paul refers to as the (1) Spir-
itual Mind, and the (2) Cernsl Mind. These are the laws of Spir-
itusl Generation (Perthenogenesis) snd Carnsl (Sexual) Generati-
on., Agsin Paul says:

"So then with the mind (spiritusl generation) I myself serve

the law of God (Gen. 1:28); but with the flesh (carnsl generation)
the law of sin" (Rom. 7:25).

Paul admits that the Secret Doctrine of Regeneration and
Spirituslity was unknown to him; for he cries out in despair:

"0 wretched man that I am! who shall deliver me from the
body of this death?" (Rom. 7:24).

Nowhere in the Bible, except in some fragmentary pessages
in John, appears any direot refersence to the Law of Parthenogene-
sis. The reference by John reveals the fact that he must have
been a member of that highest order of the "Priets of the Living
God,™ He says:

"Whoever is born of God (Spirit--John 4:24) doth not commit
sin; for his seed (of life--Gen. 3:22) remaineth in him: and he
cannot sin, because he is born of God (spiritusl gemerstion).

In this the children of God (spiritual ganeration? are manifest"
(1 John 3:9, 10).

This is the Law of Parthenogenesis. This is the law of the
Immaculete Conception and the Virgin Birth. This is the Law of
Spirituelity, ssys Dr. Raleigh., "This is Regeneration, and this
is the only Plan of Salvation," he edds.

This is the true explesnation of the Edenic parable., This
is the Secret Doctrine of the Ancient MNysteries, But this ex-
planetion of the parable is never mentioned by the church or the
priest. They know nothing sbout the Secret Doctrine of the
"Priests of the Living CGod ."

The Law of Parthenogenesis is the Lew of Immortality. That
startling secret is revealed in the case of those creatures which
generste under this Law. They rise above the Law of Sexuslity,
which 1is the Law of Death (Gen. 2:17). This smezing fact of Im-
morality appears in the life of the amoeba, infusoria, rhizopeds,
and, in general of all animels that generate parthenogenetically.
They are endowed with eternsl life., They are potentially immort-
al. Wes humenity placed by the Ruler of the Universe on a plans
below these lowly creatures? Most certeinly not.

The gigantic stegosaurus that lived from s million to ten
million yeers ago, es lsrge ss & railroad coach, weighing 80,000
pounds, possessed in its body the dual elements of creation in e
functional degree, and generatég under the Lew of Parthenogenesis.
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It was seversl hundred years in reasching full growth, and 1t had
a life-span of seversl thousand yeers--potentially immortal.

Modern science admits thet men is created potentislly im=-
mortal., Dr. Monroe writes:

"The human freme 8s a machine is perfect, It conteins with-
in itself no merks by which we can possibly predict its decay.
It is apparently intended to go on forever,"

Professor Weismann observes:

"Death is not & primitive attribute of living matter; it is
of secondery origin., There are animels thet never die; for in-
steance, the amoeba, infusoriae and rhizopods, snd, in general, all
unicellular organisms,"

Modern science proclaims thset it has penetrated desper into
the secrets of Nature than have any of the scientists of preceding
civilizations. It admits thet it 1s unsble to solve the secret of
desath., It esserts that it is more difficult to explein why men
dies, than to explain why he does not live forever, But the sci-
entists of Atlantis, more then 25,000 years esgo, hed slresdy
solved the secret of death. This knowledge is concealed in the

Fdenic pesrable, It was the secoret doctrine of the "Priets of the
Living God."

Modern biclogists have begun to solve the secret of death.
The staertling discoveries now being made by the leading biologists
are disclosing the mysterious priciple of immortelity conceeled
in the Edenic pereble. They assert that present humanity ere ab-
normal oreatures, divided into two imperfect unisexual halves (as
the result of the Edenic Fall). Through degeneration, humanity
has lost its primel Unity, end is now struggling to regain it.
They are at last approaohing the secret doctrine.

On June 14, 1935, Dr. Emil Novak, Baltimore biologist, read
a paper at the 86th ennual oconvention of the American Medicel As-
sociation, in which he declared:

"There is no men that is all man, nor is there a woman who
is all woman. There is a bit of the feminine in sll males, and
all women have a faint stresk of the masculine."

Dr, Edgar V. Allen of the noted Mayo Clinic, Rochester, Minn.,
is reported in the press of Januery 4, 1936, as stating that "the
female of the species is stronger than the mele.," He supported
his stetement with e 1ist of facts to show that the femsle hss
more vitality then the mele,

Dr. Dsvid Causey, University of Arkenses, is reported in the
press of Jenuary 1, 1936, as steting thet we may look forwsrd to
8 time when there will be "a world without meales." He says:

"Sexual reproduction eprears to be en afterthought of Nature
which she is slowly trying to forget. Some species already show
evidence of swinging back to the time when 1life was perpetuated
without benefit of mesculine sugport."
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"I wonder in those days long shead, will your daughters and
my daughters some dey point with emusemsnt, in some great museum
of the future, to the beautifully meserved specimen of the last
men, stsnding alongside the great s uk end the dodo?"

After six thousend years of study, leading bioclogists are at
last spproasching the secret doctrine, but know it not. Being
blinded by the theory of Evolution, they csnnot recognize truth
when they find it. TFive hundred years more will pass before mod=-

ern science discovers the secret doctrine conceasled in the Edenic
parable,

Dr. Rsleigh shows thst positive approach towsrd the secret
dootrine is appearing. He says: "The Feminine Principle is a-
wakening 1n the Universe" (p., 17). The Sceince of Unity, concesl-
ed in the secret doctrine, will bring the Dual Flements of Crea=-
tion into being through conjunetion, making that which is now two
imperfect, unisexuasl helves, the menifest divine form, the final,
integral, immortal bing that existed before the Fall.

In the viorks of Koresh we resd:

"The divided personality is widowed, whether 1t be male or
femele. The individusl is undivided, unwidowed; united to God in
such menner as %o embrace the male and the femsle elements in one
form entire, no longer mele and femsle in two seperste forms, but
msle and femele united in one form, which is nelther mele nor fe-
male" (Fleming Sword, p.2).

Similer nbservations appear in the writings of Swiney:

"The deep import of the single 1life of Jesus on earth has
not yet been fully comprehended. 1In 8ll reverence be it ssid,
He, in every respect, fulfilled in Himself, es sn ideal and as @
living example, the perfect complement of both sexes. In Him
was brought to pass the realization of the occult seying attribut-
ed to Him by the early church Fathers, on being asked when the
kingdom should come, 'When two shall be one, and thst which is
without as that which is within, end the male with the femele,
neither masle nor femele" (fwakening of loman, p. 96).

Prof. Lester VWeard writes:

" ife is feminine. ILife begins with the femsle organiam,
and is cerried on a long distance by means of femsles alone...
Assuredly it would be sbsurd to regerd as msle an organism prop«
sgating asexually" (virginsl birth--Clements).--Pure Sociology,
p. 313.

This mekes a femele of the Adem thet "begat a son in his
own likeness, after his image (Gen, 5:3). It is still the female
that is productive, The mele in undeveloped and barren. Dr, O,
A. Wall remarks:

"While the ovum mey, and in meny species and under certain
conditions does, develop into & new being without the cooperation
of a male cell, the latter is by itself unable to produce any-
thing; the male spermatozoon iséof value only when required by
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the female cell or ovum; otherwise its katsbolic tendency asserts
itself and the cell perishes: death results--never reproduction”
(Sex & Sex Worship, p. 53).

Frances Swiney observes:

"Tf the femsle sex is the reproducing, the fertile sex, the
maele, the fertilizer, is also femels, but a differentiated, in-
complete femsle orgenism, undeveloped in the distinctive creative
orgens end functions of the femele. Thus there is only one sex,
the female...The male, the immature organism, is produced by the
femaé?, of the female, from the femsle" (Mysteries of the Circlse,
P. 28).

Modern science asserts that the sexes normally form two def~-
inite groups, and thet man is a distinoct type. This is an error.
It disregards the Lew of Heredity, (esch after its kind). Man
hes always been born of women. 8She is still his mother, and he is
still her child. He bears in his body the enatomicel merks as ev-
idence to prove his origin, end his degensracy.

Under the Law of Heredity, woman cannot produce any type
other then her kind. She cannot give birth to s distinet type,
&s science claims men to be,.

"Life begins with the femsle organism end is carried on for
& long distance by mesns of the female slone," '"Here we come face
to fece with a long-forgotten truth," says Swiney, who adds, "The
first mele, the first son of the mother, wes ever virgin-born."

At last we have discovered the origin of the sncient Doctrine
of the Virgin Mother, This doctrine is recognized by every relig-
ion on earth, Yet, it is rejected by scinece a&s 2zn ancient sup-
erstition. The doctrine is founded on a sclentific principle in
Nature, undiscovered by modern science. This principle constitut-
es the secret of the Edenic parable,

One of the generally conceded facts of science ig, that "all
living forms, if left to their own resources, undergo & process of
progressive degeneration." BEven humsnity, when left ungulded,
shows signs of decay., It was to prevent this d ownward course
that constrained the lesding scientists of the ancient world to
sesrch for the secret of Regensrstion, The secret they found, but

they guarded it so jeslously that it has never been disclosed to
the world.

Startling discoveries recently mede by leading biclogists
explein the Edenic Fall of Man. The first human beings were per=
fect, self-generating Units, Under the influence of devolution,
the bisexusl organism was gradually weakensd, and beceme incom-
petent to perform the perfect function of parthenogenesis. Addi-
tionsal aild became essential to save from extinction the crowned
work of Creation, Infinite Intelligence, alwaeys slert end ever
ready to overcome all threatening dangers, then rose in the emer-
gency and met the occasion by producing a seperstion of the sexes
for the needful and importent purpose of dividing between two
wesk halves, the creative work that wes previously performed by
a8 more perfect end powerful Unité
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How is the lost perfection to be regained? By invoking the
aid of the Lew of Regeneration. This 18 not done by belief in a
crucified god. The secret doctrine teaches that it is sccomplish-
ed by correcting the sin committed by Adam and Eve, and teaches
how to correct this sin., Vhen this is done, the Law of Regenera-
tion sutomatically comes into operation, end restores and resur-
rects the organismes it was in its primel perfection. Then there
will be neither male nor femele., This is the true rebirth in

which th§y will neither merry nor be given in merriasge (Mat, 22:
30, etc.).

This is the secret doctrine of the "Priets of the Living
God." The science of how this restoration end resurrection may
be accomplished, sre explained by Dr. Clements in his home-study
course entitled Science of Regenerstion, sbout which Dr. Walter
Siegmeister of New York writes:

In Dr., Clements' course is revealed a mass of knowledge so
startling, so revolutionary, snd so original, that one who has
gone through it must declare that it is the greatest work which
one has ever read. It is undoubtedly one of the greatest contri-

butions to anthropolgy, ercheology, history and religion that has
been made in modern times,

"Bach lesson grows more and more interesting. It is a most
remarkable and revolutionery body of informstion. In it the fcl-
lowing fects are reveasled:

"l. Men did not evolve from the ape, but degenerated from
a previous race of Supermen or Gods,

"2, The Gods of antiquity were & race of superior beings
who were our remote sncestors; and the Sons of God (Gen., 6:2) re-
presented a more inferior race that degenersted from the previous

race of Gods, The race of men represents still greater degeners=-
tion.

"3, Originslly there was only one sex, not two, and these
superior, fruitful beings reproduced parthenogeneticselly, by the
Immaculete Conception end the Virgin Birth. 1In other words, the
virginel birth was the normal method of reproduction in the early
deys of the race. Thru degenerstion, the male sex appeared.

Then came the "fall® into sexusl degenersation, with sexusl de-
bsuchery.

",, Voman still possesses the latent capacity for asexual
generation, manifesting in the development of 'dermoid cysts,’
or malformed embryos, in virgins, which is recognized by the med~

ical world as & perthenogenetic development of an unfertilized
ovum,

"5, The embryo is origimlly bisexusl. Then for some un-
known csuse it degensrates, end imperfect masles and imperfect
females come into being. The perfect person that existed before
the race degenereted, was like the embryo in its early stages of

development, Only through degenerated did the two imperfect
gexes arise.
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Sex Regeneration

By Kenneth S. Guthrie, N.D., Ph.D.

Circulation-~-In the former section it was seen that it is =
natursl process, thet everything which was not used was resorbed
by the lymphatic duots; spermstozoa, the lymphatic ducts abound-
ing nesr the vss deferens end theseminsl vesicles., What becomes
of this resorbed meterial?

The answer is not far to seek: The same destiny awaits this
as the absorbed food-products from the intestines; viz., to be
poured into the blood by the large lymphatic duct 1mmediately

after it leaves the heart., The destination of the resorption is
then the blood,

Under these circumstandes it becomes easy to see how the
developments of the testicles can effect the usual viril changes
of puberty. The blood nourishes the tissues of the muscles, and
mekes them firm. It nourishes the tissues of the vocsl cords,
and the roots of the hsir of the chin and genitel member. Be-
sides, its presence after puberty as much determines the vigor
and power of which Goizet speasks, as much as its absence permits
the weakness end disease which are proverbiel of the absence of
the signs of virility in the ceses of eunuchs.

The fact that the netursl resorption of the gone enters the
blood is proved by tha fact of the great strength of the Brown-
Sequard testicular injeoction, when injected into the blood dir-
ectly, and of its comparstive uselessness when injected into the
enus, or taken into the digestive tract through the stomach. In
these cases it must make the round through the lymphatic system,

which is evoided by the direct sub-cutaneous injection into the
blood.

The Nervous System--The blood nourishes, hcwever, not only
the muscular skeleton, but also the nervous centers. Consequent-
ly, besides nourishing the muscles end determining the signs of
virility, the rich regenerate blood feeds the nervous centers,
and imparts them its dynamogenetic properties,

Then influence of the regenerate blood on the nervous system
is esserted by Goizet end Jozan.

Goizet, experimenting with direet injection into the blood
of testiculer secretion reports such nervous improvement, as also
Brown-Sequard himself, in sixteen cases mentioned particularly,
some of which considerably st length. But Golzet's most impor-
tant contribution is in regard to seversl cases of leprosy.

"From a physiological standpoint, therefore, these facts yield

an incontestible end decisive proof of the most energetic sction
of the spermatic fluid on the spinal cord." (Jozen), Jozan de-
tails some cases in which ascarids produced disturbances in the
brein, and concludes that they prove the "reciprocal influence of

the genitel organs and the brain, both in sleep as well as in
the weking state.

Continence and Lonpgevity--Noiret devotes meny pages to show



that continence prolongs life, end incontinence hastens o0ld sage.
So the cenary, according to Hervieux, if permitted to reise off=-
spring yearly, lives not more thean 8 or 10 yesrs, vwhile the celi-
bate bird has survived 22 years. Goizet deteils minutely four
cases of simple senility in which injection of testicular secre-
tion caused s return to the virile age. Similar experiments have
been made snd reported by Loomis end Hammond of New York, Brasin-
erd of Cleveland, Dehoux of Paris, Gregorescuz of Bucherest, and
Villeneueve of Merseilles., Brown-Sequard had the case of senility
in view in beginning the practice of using his veccin, and he ex-
presses himself thus on the subject: ™"The ides which has guided
me in these experiments was the weskness of 0ld sge depends
largely on the diminution of the activity of the spermatic glends.
I believed and still believe that the facts which I have published
prove that the vigor of the nervous centers and other portions of
the organism is bound up with the swiftness of the testicular se-
cretion process. This granted, it would seem nsturel that in
adding to the blood of an old man by subcutenecus injections s
fluid extracted from the testicles of young end vigorous snimsls,
it would be possible to supply the insufficiency of his own sper=-
metic secretion-process, and to incresse the activity of that
processes."

Vitelity--The two proofs, from castration and old ege, may
be supplemented by a thrid, one which sppesls to every person,
by virtue of forming part of his experience. It should nct be
hard to judge of the importance of the sperma from the effects
of the retention of it, and of ejection of it, contrasted.

(1) The pathological effects of the loss of sperma is well
seen in the well-nigh hopeless ravages of onanism or masturbation.
They are so terrible that it is both impossible and indecent to
recount them. Over the gate of their domains msy well be written,
All hope ebandon, ye, who enter here. Words gre too weak Yo por=-
tray the evil, and 1ts frightful universality is well instenced
by the innumerable advertisements of guack nostrums for its cure.
Yet the following words of Mercier (the noted psychiestrist) may
not be out of plsce here." The function of reproduction has by
its very neture ¢ disintegrative desteriorsting influence upon
the organism in which it occurs. Down &t the bottom of the scale
of life, in the simplest orgenisms, reproduction is effected by
fission...(In the case of the gregsrina) "the performsnce of re-
production is sttended by the entire destruction and disappearance
of the perent., The individusl ceesses to exist as an individual
and exists only in the offspring."...(In higher animels and manf
"the whole 1ife of the parent is not lost, but a part of it is
lost...Hence the reproductive sct has an effect on the highest
regions of the nervous systems which is of the neture of a stress,
eand tends to produce disorder."...(In the male) "the repeated loss
of energy sventuates in a state of anergy, aspethy, lethargy, and
dementis. The tension of energy in the nervous system is reduced
to the lowest ebb, and sll the menifestations of the existence of
this energy sre wanting or are exhibited in a feeble and perfunc-
tory shepe. The condition is one of dementia...there is want of
mind, the inability to perform mentel opsrations of even moderate
difficulty, the dullness snd slowness of feeling, the loss of
all the higher emotions and of meny of the lower ones also, thet
cheracterizes dementia., There és the deficiency of movement, the
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absence of musculsr exercise, the inebility to mske exertions

thet are at ell prolonged or continuous, the genersl degradation
of conduct, the loss of gll the higher attributes of humenity

and the retention of all the lower end more enimsl characterist-
ics., Such are the results of the indulgence of the sexual pession
in great excess, When the indulgence is less excessive, the de-
gradation is less profound, but in every case there is degradsti-
on, and in every case the deterioration is of the nature of de-
mentia, that is to say, it is a menifestation of deficiency in

the smount of stored energy...Besides those ceses in which the de=-
mentia so produced is sufficiently pronounced to incaepacitete the
wretched individual for the duties of 1life, @nd to render it nec-
essary to commit him to ssylum cere, there sre sn eneormous number
of ocases, forming together & considerable portion of the total
population, in which premeture decadence of the mental powsers,
premes ture exhaustion of the energies, premature inability for
vigorous end active exertion, result from excessive indulgence

in early life., The young men, full of vigor, boiling over as it
were, with energy &nd sctivity recently loose from the restraint
of school or college, unaccustomed to control himself or to deny
eny gratificetion, launches out into excesses which at the time
sppear to be indulged in with impunity. But sooner or later

comes the sad dey of reckoning. He has felt himself possessed

of abundant energy, end he has dissipated it lavishly, feeling
thet after esch wasteful snd weakening expenditure, he had more
upon which to draw. But he is in the position of a spendthrift
who is living on his capital. Had he husband his capitsl would
heve sufficed to keep him in comfort to old age; but he has lav=-
ished his caspitel; lived a few short years in great profusion,

end before midddle life he is & begger."--lercier: Sanity & In-
sanity.

Male Is Secondary

"The male, then, is secondary to the female. Therefore,
from Nature's point of view, the mele is of little importance in
comparison with the femsle; hence, emong many species, there 1s
a8 great superabundance of males, and only compsrstively few in-
dividuals emong them are able to fulfill the function for which
they were brought forth, as is seen smong the drones of the bees
and the useless meles of the snts" (Women & Netural Law, p. 12).

Wiggam, Wood and modern science ignore the lesding fact,
thet 8ll the processes of Eternsl Formetion, end all the functlons
of living orgenisms, occur in response to, or under the control
of, one great law. Nothing occurs in the entire Universe as the
result of chance, eccident, or "after-thought." Nothing is pro-
duced, chenged or modified in the living world except under the
control and direction of one grest law, which solves all biolog-
ical and sexologicsl problems.

Parsdoxicel though it sppears, Wiggem, Wood and science take
the very factors that sgree with our philosophy, end reasch & dif-
ferent and opposite conclusion. This parasdox arises as a result
of their disregarding the established facts of Nature and the
known lesws of the Universe. By a process of sscending evolution
they rmake man superior to the femsle, sdmitted by science to be
"the primary end original sex," ggo gave man birth many esges after



she appesred on earth. This is the doctrine of the Greeter from
the Iesser.

Qur doctrine is the Lesser from the Greaster through infinite
time to infinite resuits, Our doctrine mekes man inferior to his
Virgin lMother., It mekes man eppear &8s the result of descending
evolution., We propose to pressnt much evidence, egreeing with
the esteblished facts of Nature end the known laws of the Universe,
to show that man is merely & degenerate woman.

Consideration of the problem resolves ltself into a question
of Evolution versus Devolution. The correctness of the conclusion
depends upon the correctness of the process involved.

Science holds that woman appeered first, snd for long ages
was the race itself., We endorse this view, Science asserts thsat
womsn originelly produced mean by the process of parthenogenesis,
We endorse this view., Science then holds that, under the process
of sscending evolution, men becomes superior to the source of
his existence end being and stands now at the pinnacle of human
devolopment, Dr. Wsll observes:

"Philosophers have contended that women is but an undeveloped
man; hence it wes but naturel that she was early reduced to the
position of & dependent--a slave. Plasto, for instance, considers
the wife to be merely e part and parcel of the husbandzs estate;
to be, in the same sense as was his horse or dog or slave, his
property.

"Darwin's theory of evolution by sexusl selection presupposes
a superiority of the male line, inherent in that sex. Spencer
thought that in woman further development is early srrested by
her procresting functions by menstruetion, or in e more marked
mesnner, by pregnancy. Darwin's men is, s it were an evolved, or
developed woman, while Spencer's women is an undeveloped man,
arrested in her development before she had srrived st full evo-
lution,

"Tiedmen regarded every embryo ss naturaslly male, but fre-
gquently some of them failed to fully develop and became females:
or as he expressed it, degenerated to the female staste™--Sex and
Sex Worship, p. 67.

This is the theory of science. We oppose this view. It is
highly misleading. It is contrary to a2ll the established facts
of Neture snd sll the known lews of the Universe. It is the work
of a patriasrchate that scorns the Maternal Source of its origin,
The figures of ancient worshlp were feminine long befors they
were masculine, The Cross of Ankh of the encient Egyptiasns, the
sacred emblem of Isis, the Grest Kother, was the mystic sign of
Life, Lester Ward writes:

"LLife begins with the femsle orgenism, end is carried on a
long distence by means of femeles alone...Assuredly it would be
absurd to look upon an orgenism propsgeting asexuslly as mels"
(Pure Sociology, p. 313).

Woman appeared before man.6 She is the abnormal descendant
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of a degenerate god, and was produced by the process of the Im-
maculate Conception and the Virgin Birth. She is and represents
the first step in the long course of d egeneration from the pre-
mordial state of humen perfeotion. Being the sbnormsl offspring
of e degenerate god, she is one continuous degree below the god
plane. (Adv, Ortho., Chap. 65).

‘Jomen, under the lLaw of Heredity, received Ifrom her progen=-
itor the dusl qualitiss of generation in & functionsl degree.
She produced for many eges before man sppeared by the process of
the Immaculate Conception and the Virgin Birth. But degenerstion
slowly snd graduclly working in her orgenism, weakened her gener-
ative cspacity, snd man appesred as the fruit of such degenerati-
on--just as women had eppeared, many eges before, as the frult

of degeneration working certain detrimental chenges in the body
of her progenitor.

According to this philosphy, women is the descendant of &
degenerate god, meking her in fact a degenerste god, whereas man
is the descendant of & degenerate women, meking him in fact a
degenerate womasn, This sssertion makes womsn one continuous de-
gree higher then man and expleins the reason why there is & un=-
iversal "superstition of & higher femindne nature," in some mys-
terious way implying e fundamentelly different type of being,"
says Wm, F. Flelding in his work "Women--The Eternal Primitive,"
p. 11, Chap. 213).

Law of Sex Sepsration

Clement Wood says that "biologists have ony recently discov-
ered the priciple of 3ex," and adds:

"The popular error still is that the purpose of sex is to
secure reproduction. Psradoxical as it may sound, sex has fund-
ementally nothing to do with reproduction,

"The vast me jority of the orgenisms now known to sclience
possess no sex, and yst reproduce asexuslly in the most prolific
manner., What then is the purpose of sex? In other words, what
office does it perform in the functioning of Life? Modern biol=-
ogy answers that sex is a device for keeping up e difference of

potentiel energy in life by securing veristion™ (Evolution of
Sex, p. 11).

Wigegam fells in line with this opinion as follows:

70f course it is commonly supposed that the object of hav-
ing two sexes is merely to insure reproduction; but this is ob-
viously not the case, since reproduction had gone on happily for
many ages with but one sex; and it is still going on in an enor-
mous number of species" (with but one sex).--Physical Culture,
Sept. 1935, p. 13).

Henry Procter, F. R. S. L., M. R. A, S. (London) writes:

"The virgin Birth hes hitherto been denied in the name of
science, because it has been considered ss being contrary to
lNature end to known law, DNow, on the contrary, leading biologists
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and physiologists prove that not only is the Virgin Birth pos=-
sible, but that the greater number of living organisms are en-
terely virgin-born, end thet sctuslly more species are brought
into existence without the assistance of the mele organism, than
with its co-operation™ (Evolution & Regeneration).

S. Laing observes:

"Ry far the larger moportion of living forms, in number at
any rate, if not in size, have come into existence without the
ald of sexusl propagetion" (A Modern Zoroastrian)

Modern science affirms our philosophy. It shows that the
Immaculate Conception and the Virgin Birth in humen beings are
facts in Neture when it admits that-=-

1. The male is not necessary for reproduction;

2. Reproduction had gone on for many sges with but one sex
before the rmesle appeared;

3. The vast ma jority of organisms known to science possess
no sex, and reproduce in e most prolific manner;

L. The male was originelly produced by the female by the
process of perthenogenesis.

Science exposes more of its ignorence of the function of gen-
eration when it asserts thet organsims which "possess no sex" may
reproduce by asexusl generation "in & most prolific menner." Dr.
L, S. Releigh asserts thet--

"A clear view of the Laws of Life will demonstrate that, in
their Essence, all the Forces of Nature are Sex Forces., In a
word, 8ll creative sction is sex action, and the truth of the
matter is that there is no Force which does not possess within
itself)the potency of self-crestive action” (lViomsn & Super=-women,
p» 105).

Expressing the matter in strictly logical form, the existence
of living things depends upon Sex end Seed. Sex Function is Crea=-
tive Function, It is not only the Function of Generation, but
the Foundetion of Life unto the body and unto all the Living
World. The element of Sex is & fundamental factor not only in
the operetion of HEternal Formation, but in the construction of s
Creator., Sex end Seed are the primal and fundamentsl elements in
the production, pernetustion, snd development of living things
(Chap. 144)

A creature of "no sex" does not exist. A cresture of "no
sex' is unbalenced and is sterile and barren. No creasture ocan
creste without Sexusl Qualitles of Crestion. A Supreme Creator
could not ereate without these sssential qualities. The sncient
Lerurians, more than 2 hundred thoussnd years sgo, believed and
taught that the Creator "is of a universel principle, both posi-
tive and negative, mele and female® ('Jishsr S. Cerve, Lemuria,

pe 334)s

If the so-called Female can produce, and has praoduced, off-
spring by the process of the Virgin Birth, she can do so only be-
ceuse she is endowed, under the Law of Heredity, with the func-
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tionsl bisexual qualities of crestion., We shell later show, by
enatomical examinetion, that this is true. We shell show that,
while man possesses, in & rudimentery degree, the bisexual qual=
ities of orestion, present womsn possesses them in a much greater
degree.,

If we employ the careless lsnguege of modern science, we may
refer to such creative "femsle" as "one sex"™, or "no sex." But
if we use more correct terms, we must refer to such "femasle" &s a
superior being that possesses the functional, bisexual qualities
of crestion. On this point we shell say more in due time,

Specific and scientific terms are necessary to meke our dis-
cussion consistent and concordant, and our conclusion correct.
However, it is the rule of modern science that things consistent,
concordant end correct, seldom appear in its discussions. It is
utterly impossible to advance end support the theory of asscending
Evolution with any languege that is logicasl, consistent end con-
cordant.

The discord in the discussion by science increasses &s we
proceed, The creativs female appears first. Asexusl generation
progresses for many ages "with but one sex" (femele). Then soi-
ence shows thet 8 condition of degeneration arises, bringing into
being a "superior" creature cslled man. This men is & product of
the Immsculate Conception and the Virgin Birth, for previously
there was "but one sex" (femele), sesys science,

Science considers the appearsnce of man as resulting from
the "drive called evolution.™ This view mskes man superior to
his Virein lLiother in the scale of developnent under the "law" of
Evolution, which is slwaye "upwerd into new, more complex and
higher forms." The more we analyze this theory of science, the
more gbsurd it becomes.

Let us be more particuler in the examination of Wiggem's
stetements. He says:

Jen are larger than women, with bigger bones end muscles,
and naturslly they can 1ift more end run faster, being special-
ized slong lines of muscular effort and power., But let not that
deceive you as to relastive strength in the organic or vital sen-
se,"

There are thousands of women in every race at this day who
have bigger bones snd muscles than many men., There are some wo=~
men so lerge and strong and some men so small emd wesk, thet eny
compasrison between them is pitiful for such men. However, the
"weaker sex" 1s not determined alone by strength in 1ifting and
speed in running. It is determined by other factors, including
the condition of health and the length of life, Wiggam further
sgys:

"Dr, Pearl shows that out of each 100,000 whites of each
seX who were born alive, there were 2,291 femeles but only 1,523
meles living at the age of 90 and beyond. In simpler terms, for
each 100 white males there are 151 white females who are still
going concerns at 90 or more years of age. Pleinly, by every
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criterisa we know of, the women has demonstrated that she 1s the
stronger sex,.,"

Wiggam prnduces an importsnt point here in our favor. The
more perfect and resistant an orgenism is, the longer it will
last. Under similer conditions, women outlive men in the ratio
of 151 to 100. This fact shows that women are much superior to
men organically. But the theory of Evolution forces Wiggam and
science to bring men into being sfter the sdvant of vioman, under
the "drive cslled Evolution,™ which is slways ™upwasrd into new,
more complex snd higher forms.™ This theory mekes men superior
to women, while the facts presented prove the reverse,

We shell digress briefly here to tell more sbout Wiggem.
George H. Hubert of Derkeley, California, one of our students,
sends us a picture of him clipped from Physicel Culture megazine.
Under the picture this appesars:

"Albert Edwerd Wiggem, LL. D., D.Sc., has written more best-
sellers among non-fiction books than sany other American writer,
In this article he tells the important things he has learned in
thirty years of public speasking, in which field he is perhaps
the most brillisnt telker known to Americen sudiences. As an
author, he was, in 1920, this megizine's discovery."

The student will observe that Dr. Wiggam is a man of educa=-
tlon end experience. His stastements are the lest word of modern

science on the subject under consifieration. Let us quote further
from him:

"The mele of the species was appsrently a mere after-thought
on the pert of Mother Nature, ©She had got along quite well for
several billions of yesrs without any Festher lature at gll. In-
deed, just why Mother Neture ever book a husband in the first
place is still an unsolved mystery, since she was getting along
quite fesmously without one.

"in enorrnous number of specles hed evolved before the male
came into existence, The genersl theory of binlogists is, that
Mother Nature took & husbsnd unto herself in order to secure &
grester vsriety of individuals smong her offspring. She seems to
have concluded that if there were two stresms of heredity instead
of nne, each making its own contribution of hereditsry elements,
the children from such 8 union would likely manifest greater
differences than if there were but one set of ancestors."

(1) ™Reproduction had gone on happily for meny sges be=-
fore the mele appeared." (2) "Just why Mother Nature ever took
@ husbend in the first place is still an unsolved mystery." (3)
"The general theory of biologists is, that Mother Nature took a
husband unto herself in order to secure & greater variety of in=
dividuals among her offspring.”

We as intelligent people are required to esccept such spec-
uletive theoriss as scientific philosophy, or be classed as an
ignoramus for rejecting it. We understand why it is that mod-
ern science, as well as the church, l1ives and thrives on ignor-
ance, The scientific theory of gvolution, as well ss the
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churchanic theology of selvation, are the product of a misinter-
pretation of the facts of Nature.

Again Wiggam observes:

"Of course it is commonly supposed that the object of having
two sexes is merely to insure reproduction; but this 1s obviously
not the case, since reproduction hed gone on heppily for meny
ages with but one sex; and it is still going on in an enormous
number of species (with but one sex). MNecesserily, the passage
from the sexless mode of reproduction to the well-defined mele
and femsle types did not occur suddenly. DNothing occurs suddenly
in eveolution, This trensformetion wes accomplished only by slow
steges throughout long eons of time.,"

We now reach the pivotal point in the argument, Modern
science holds generelly, that Nature did not produce two sexes
(separete the sexss) "merely to insure reproduction," for "re-
production had gone on for many ages with but one sex." "What,
then," asks Wood-=-

"is the purpose of sex? What office doss it perform in the
function of 1ife? Modern biology answeres that sex is & device

for keeping up a difference of potential energy in l1life by secur=-
ing varistions.”

The scientific theory of the separstion of the sexes rests
on this point: yet this view of the mystery fails to harmonize
with the established fects of Nature end the known laws of the
Universe. Furthermore, it 1s opposed by meny leading medical
doctors, inocluding Dr, Rice, who writes:

"Suppose that every individwel of a given species were free
to reproduce himself by asexusl means for an unlimited number of
generations, It is easy to see that & given strain might come
rather soon to be quite different from the original species, 1In
this way there would arise an enormous number of wverieties, and
a condition epproaching chaos would result. This is indeed, ex-
emplified by the bulbs, cuttings, end tubers, such es roses,
dahlias and gledioli (which reproduce asexuelly--Clements), com-
monly ?ava a8 great number of varieties™ (Hygeie, August, 1935,
P- 723 L]

Dr. Rice believes that "Neture holds the ma jority of species
more constant"™ by the method of sexusl generation, and that great-
er variety arises from the asexual method., This is an example of
the confuslion and contrary opinions entertained by various socie-
entlsts on the leading subjects of life. This is the logical re-
sult found in every system that employs & fundamental error as
the foundation for a working hypothesis for universal knowledge.

We reject the thecry of "veriety" as having any influence on
the separation of the sexes. We shsll present & different theory
as being the primsl purpose for sexusl separation and sexual
(cernal) generation, This theory is more consistent with the
facts end findings of the higher science. It sgrees with the
ancient doctrines of the Virgin Mother end the Virgin Birth. It
supports the basic belief of thgology, thet man 1s the son of

-h_



GCod, es steted by the biblical scribe, It is more in hermony
with & philosophy bssed on truth. In presenting it, we are not
compelled to commit the error of theclogy by appealing to the
"'supernstursl,” nor the srror of Evolution by disregarding the
established feocts of Nature and the known lsws of the Universs.

CHAPTER NO., IV

Degeneration and Devolution

Devolution eppears as the regular order of living things.
All plants end enimels, when left to their own resources, degen-
erste, The farmer 1s constantly cering for his fields snd groves
to keep his products from degenerating. For the same rsason the
stockrasiser is diligently working with his breeding enimalas.

Regeneration demends the best conditions that cean be supplied.
In botl enimals and plants the course of regeneration requires
time and attention. Plants must have the best soil and the best
care. The best of seed must be sown. Animals must have proper
food and protection from inclement weather. They must be the off-
spring of the best in the herd., They are essily stunted during
thelr growing period. So are meny plants,

Degenseration is the easiest course. It flows readily from
lack of care and attention; from an unfavoreble environment; from
evil habits; from excessive indulgence; from heavy msnual and men-

tal labor; from worry and discomfort; from privation and poverty;
from struggle and strife; from wers snd famine.

Just as animals and plants respond quickly in regeneration
under the good influence of favorable conditions, so man is & few
generations of proper care would make wonderful progress. But to
begin the work would meen to combat esnd overthrow practically ev-
ery esteblished institution on eserth,

Point out one place that leads to human betterment as to the
psychical snd physical elements of man. There is not a singlse
one whose purpose it is properly to trein children as to the crsa-
tive function, Letters pour in on me from students and readers,
telling how neglect and ignorance allowed them to begin the ter-
rible practice of masturbation when they were just reaching their

teens. He is a fool who thinks that humen regeneretion can begin
under such influences.

Until the creative function is regerded in the right light,
it is absurd to spesk and think of regenerstion., The seat of re-
generation lies in the creative function, and children and eadults
must be taught that the creative function is the most sacred func-
tion of their body, and be treated and respected as such, We are
pursuing a false course when we worship a barren God as the Cre-
ator, and debauch the Creative Prineiple of the Universs.

Answer to Dr. Shelton

Dr, Jacob Goldwasserx

I heve read the debate on "Sex" between Shelton and Clem=-



ents, and I must make some comment on the phrases thrown at
Clements by Shelton,

Shelton is undoubtedly only & superficisl observer end an
every day wise cracker, Clements ise scientist, end like the
real scientist, presents fects that cannot be evaded. Shelton
wants momentum, thrills, justified fancies and narbid desire. Ao~
cording to his srgument we may as well eat for enjoyment instead
of the necessary physiologicel needs. lie may as well indulge in
the sex act for thrills instead of for the propagetion of the spe-
cies only. This is the way Shelton would heve it.

Pleasure is only a state of mind, If & person breathes foul
air, and then breathes some good @ir intec his lungs he derives
pleasure for e few mements by inheling the good eir., After the
few moments are over the good air ceases go give pleasure,

Men 1s driven to sex because the vitel centers are unduly
stinulated. Man is driven to good air beceuse of bad eir, 1In
other words, when there is a bad condition there must be an out-
let for it,

The sex organs become irriteted becsuse they become highly
packed, If there was no foul air the desire for good air would
not exist, It is the conditions brought about by men thet bring
other conditions into existence., If conditions oreated by men
ere bad, it brings other condltions into existence which must
cope with the bad,

That is the law. Shelton ought to know this.

Bisexual crestures existed at one time. Asexual reproduction
exists and the virgin birth is a fact, Perhaps the condition is
rare. Most deep students of the universe ere awsre of the impor-
tant fect thet a complete cycle of vibration 1s possible of ab=-
sorption from the atmosphere only. This complete c¢ycle of vibra=-
tion cen only enter those forms thet haeve regenerated to such a
degree until the cycle enters complete and perfect. The present
form of humans, being in a stete of degenerscy, cennot absorb the
complete cycle of vibrations and therefore require the aid of some
other human, who furnishes these vibrations in the form of fric-
tion and in an inferior way.

Degeneration and inferiority could not exist in the begin-
ning. Mortelity preveils only because lmmortality prevailed et
one time, Uni-sexusl creatures exist because blsexusl creatures
existed et one time. Imperfection reigns becuase perfection
reigned at one time, Biggsr and more perfect things exist, be-
cause the writer must acknowledge & bigger and superior thing
created poor little me. That this poor little me, came from this
big and more perfect existence, and thet this bigger and more
perfect existence created everything perfectly in the beginning,
and the imperfect form of poor little me came as the result of
acts committed, and not from the First Cause.

The evolutionists commences with a circle. He calls that
the cycle, without a beginning and without en end, and then pro-
ceeds to bring two into existencg'where only one is possible,
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If two different forms ceme into existence, then something happen-
ed with the one, then the two ceame from the one., Something had

toihappen with the one as long as degeneration existed eand still
exists.

Why do we ssy that the "mele was sn afterthought?" This is
wrong. FProvisions were mede by nsture for every condition, long
before the condition obtained, If this were not so there would
indeed be chaos,

Shelton tslks about food, gluttonous habits, sex debauchery.
Of course, one thing leads tc another. Food was not required at
one time. A complete cycle of nourishment wes sbsorbed from the
atmosphere. Yhen this complete cycle of nourishment was not cs~
peble of being absorbed from the etmosphere, food was then re-
%uired, end food ceme Into existence to nourish the imperfect
orms.,

Food is consolidsted gas. It must return to gss before the
body can absorb it. Pure gas emits heat snd cold, the heat and
cold being @ more perfect state, thet can penetrate an imperfect
objeot. It is only when the state is perfect, that it can pene-
trate end build perfect cells and tissues, for an ilmperfect ob-
ject cannot penetrate snother imperfect object., I wonder whether
Shelton knows this when he talks ebout food and feeding. There-
fore the body lives on gases (alr), Only today, because the act
of breathing has degenerated, man requires liquified gases (water)
and consolideted gases (food).

Now when man commences to eat food to meke for the deficien-
¢y, he becomes s glutton, consuming more than necessary. Because
of this degenerated act, the orgenism of a fine and super-constr-
ucted state, became packed, irriteted, bloated and assumed &8 de=-
gensrated state. Irritated feelings ensued, and degenerated acts
resulted, bringing with it the sex sc¢t. It was when men partook
of food that the sex act was born, Superior, immortal bodies
existed in the beginning. First the bisexusl crestures. Then
followed the femsles end finally the masles, These are all en-
tities, and the existence of s First Cause was scknowledged by all
the old time sages and philosophers,

Shelton thinks that our modern educators know something and
that the ancients were boobs. The classicael works of old philos-
ophers cannot be surpassed and this ought to show something, I
would suggest that Shelton get hold of the "Ethics of Spinosa
and read whaet this philosopher stated ebout the First Cause, Man
is absorbing currents of electricity (vibratlons) every moment
that animetes and constructs his form, and these currents eminate
from a centrasl point., They certainly come from somewhere and not
from nowhers. Man has not dropped down from nowhere. (The writ-
er's bo?k, Scientific Living, Devolution end the Super-Man, should
be read).

Some of our geologists sven sdmit that this very esrth was
something else millions of years ago, snd this earth will be some=-
thing else millions of yeers from now, Some of them even admilt
that man must have dwelled on some other planet where perfection
reigned (perhaps on one of the sunken continents). Then a big

_77.-.



mass of earthy substance formed thet finslly broke eway from this
perfect planet. And the earth formed with 11 the degenerated
forms on it, Well, that happened with the earth. Something s&lso
happened with msn., Men wes something else millions of years &go,
end man will be something else millions of years from now,

What man is today ought to meke one weep. Shelton thinks
man is O, X. Shelton even thinks because of that fact coloniza-
tion will feil, snd thet man must not seek s better environment
and better heslth,

Shelton must then say, that beceuse a man is a failure, man
must not improve. If Shelton considers himself & scientist by
shouting day and night sbout "food and feeding" as s penacea for
all of man's ills snd stops there, then he is dwelling on a super=-
ficial plane., If Shelton cennot see the virgin birth demonstrated
before his eyes, he ought to conclude thet something is the matter
with our present humans and not with the perfect conditions. If
the perfect conditions can be obteined, end the human does not
reach out for it, who ere we to blame®? If the old sages stated
end some of our modern scientists state, that man is immortsl and
immortality is men's birth right, must we conclude that it is
bunk beceause no human today hes proven immortelity?

If the act of gereration means death (a proven fact), then
such a condition is one of imperfection and degenerstion. Imper-
fect conditions that exist are the result of degeneration.

Ythen a women gives birth to a motionless mass of flesh or to
an idiot, can we say that the First Cause was responisible? Are
not the degenereted habits of the humens responsible? The Creat-
or, even in such & condition, d4id the best It could while the hu=-
rnans did the worst they know how,

Can we escape this indictment? Can Shelton escepe the seri-
ous charges that we must hurl ageinst men? Can he deny his acts,
his debauchery, his habitation in an environment where he does
not belong? What can all these conditions lead to? Has it not
lead man into degeneration end misery?

Are not our sages sand philosophers weeping st this two leg-
ged creature called man? Shelton must be taught more. And the

men who does not want to leern more, and the man who will not
change, is a fool,

Virgin-Born Monsters

By FHerbert M. Shelton, D. P., D. N. T.

I deem it necessary, in this discussion of virgin births,to
show how and why the myth arose and what purposs it served., I do
not believe that any intelligent reader can believe that there
wes 8 grain of truth in eny of the virgin birth myths when he or
she learns their origin and purposs,

As I shall show in this artiocle, the feble of a virgin birth
was invented es a tool of the exploiting classses and was effect-
ively used by them in enslaving and exploiting the ignorent and
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superstitious masses.

The history of man has been one of despotic authority and
complete subjection, The abject submission of the masses of the
people to the control of their collective lives by despotic auth=-
ority was sccomplished partly by the aid of religion, Religion
was never anything but a class agent; &8 mentel oplate to lull the
minds of the masses to sleep and prevent them from rebeling under
the otherwlse intolersble burdens they were forced to beer.

V/hen the fiction arose thet the chief was in some way more
related to the gods then the other members of the tribe, either
by descent from higher spirits or by heving hed power conferred
upon him by the gods, despotism and exploitation began,

There has slways been a c¢ollusion of the royal and ecclesia=-
gtical interests. Yhere royeslty has disappesred the ecclesiasti-
cel have allied themselves with the exploiting classes that suc-
ceeded the royslty. In all countries, in ell ages, the teachings
of the priests heve slways been used to defend the foundations of
royal authority and csuse the people to submit to forced labor,
hesvy texes, and the constant demend far military services. In
practically all ancient nations and for long periods of time the
priests were the only teachers that existed.

Emperors snd kings claimed to rule by divine right and in-
vented myths of their divine descent ss proof of their title. 1In
many cases the emperor wes also a priest, Clements has merely
mistasken these mighty ones (rulers) for gods snd supermen and has
been lead to believe their stories about their divine origin.

It was not difficult to deceive the untutored messes of an-
cient nations, Almost nothing was known of the blology of repro=-
duction. There are living tribes that do not know the connection
between intercourse and pregnancy end childbirth, They become
angry and vehemently deny its truth when told of the relstion of
coitus to reproduction., It is not difficult to induce people as
ignorent as these tribes, to believe in virgin births and to
think that there are cohebiting gods. In dealing with the peoples
of antiquity, it should be always remembered thaet what 1ittle they
possessed was in the hends of a favored few who jealously guarded
it lest it reach the common people. For the exploiting classes
knew that only ignorant people cen be exploited.

What happened in Egypt mey be taken as typicel. As early
as 3,000 B. C. the kings of Egypt ruled despoticelly over millions
of people and the Egyptian state was so well orgsnized that forc-
ed labor could be brought from ell parts of the empire., The fio-
tion of a mystic dignity, en actual descent from the gods, was
invented. ZEvery child conceived by en Egyptisn queen had a deity
for a father, The courtiers were supposed to bow to the ground
in awe when it was officielly announced that the queen had besen
visited in her bed by one of the gods end was soon to give birth
to a semi-divine child, Here was the source of all this fiction
abnut virgin births so much believed in by the ignorant and super-
stitious peoples of the past--it was an invention of the ruling
class and was employed by them as a powerful aid in keeping the
mpsses in subjection., The Egyptian king owned the land snd
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everybody in it end his descent from God guaranteed his right
thereto, "They imposed on the world an example of royel despot-
ism and ruthless explcitation which stains the whole humen chron-
icle."

Hummurebi, of Babylon, was but a few generations removed
from ancestors who were but patriarchsl shieks of tribes, but it
was unhesitatingly proclaimsd thet his power was of divine origin.
At the close of his femous code of lews he repeats "in an infinite
veriety of phrase that he received his suthority to rule the
Bebyloniens from the sun-god, Shamash."

Moses received the lews, which he gave to the Hebrews, dir-
ectly from the hands of God., It is the Bible that declares "the
powers that be are ordsined of God." The doctrine of the "divine
right of Kings" is teught in the Bible., The Hebrew kings were
8ll chosen by God, though none of them were virgin-born.

Romulus, the mythical founder of Rome, resulted from a chance
meeting of the god, Mers, with Rhee Sylvia,

After the collapse of the Roman Empire the kings and emperors
of Europe all ruled by divine right, They did not claim divine
descent, but received the divine right to exploit their subjects
from the hands of the Pope, who claimed to be God's viceregent on
garth., The German Keiser and the Tzer of Russia both clsimed to
rule by divine right end each was head of a church, The divine
authority of each was upheld by the churches.

Scholars in ancient Persias, China or in medieval Europe en=-
tirely acquesced in this theory and it cost the modern world s
prolonged and terrible conflict to free itself from the divine
authnrity of kings snd emperors.

In those far esway deys the sons of gods by human mothers
were quite common. Draper tells us that "Immaculete conceptions
and celestiasl d escents were so currently received in those days,
that whoever had greatly distinguished himself in the sffairs of
man was thought to be of supernstural lineage."

It will be observed that virgin births did not occur among
the common people. The common people had no need for god-fathsred
children to toil under the lash of cruel task-masters, God re-
mained alweys on the side of the exploiters emd spewned his pro-
geny only among this class.

Peruvian maidens, who dedicated their lives to the sun,
became brides of the sun, belonged to the Inca or royel class,
and not to the common people. If one of these virgins becems
pregnant and swore she hed conceived by the sun and not by a men,
she was allowed to live, Naturslly, to save both her life and
her social status, she swore that the sungod had sent a vivifying
ray in her direction. One must not take such testimony seriously.

The stetement that God must like the common people, for he
mede so meny of them, was not made by a king, but by a man who
needed the votes of the common people., The god-begotten kings
were not elected by the people and did not look upon them as



children of god.

Alexender the Grest signed his orders snd decrees., "King
Alexander, Son of Jupiter Ammon." Arrian, who wrote the history
of the Macedonian campaign, says: "I cannot condemn him for en-
deavoring to drew his subjects into the belief of his divine or=-
igin, nor can I be induced to think it wes sny great crime, for
it is very ressonable to imegine thet he intended no more by it
than merely to procure the greaster suthority esmong his soldliers.™

Thus it is plein that the myths of the virgin birth was
much used in the past to bolster up the authority of the rulers.
It was merely part of the equipment of the exploiting class to
aid them in exploiting the masses. If the ignorasnt messes could
be made to believe thet a leader or ruler, be he of the priestly,
military or roysl order, was & supsrior being, born of & virgin
eand, therefore, ster~dust rather than common clay, they bowed to
him (I cean find no myths of virgin born women) and submitted to
his dominstion snd allowed themselves to be exploited.

The myth of the virgin birth of Jesus wes not heard of so
long @s he was known as a radicel leader of the exploited mssses.
His biographers trece his geneslogy through his father, Joseph,
and ignore the maternal line. It was only after his name had
been appropriasted by the ruling c¢lass and he had been converted
into a means of exploitation, that we learn of his virgin birth.
The radicsl Jesus who scourged the money-changers out of the tem-
ple was = carpenter, the son of @ cerpenter; the Pauline Christ,
who admonished, M"slsves, be subjecet to your mesters,™ was a myth-
ical men-god born of s virgin.

The sun was god to most of the ancient peoples. According-
ly, we find the myth of solar impregnation among many peoples,
It was believed in among the Chineses, Japaness, Egyptiens, Peru-
vians, Babylonians, and others.

Most of the distingulshed Chinese emperors were thought to
have been descended from the sun., The Siamese god, Sommonocodon,
was a virgin-born god, sired by the sun-god. The royal line of
the Incas in Peru were all directly descended from the sun-god.
The sun-god Amon-Ra, was the divine progenitor of the Pharoshs of

Egypt. This god frequently approached the chember of Egypt's
quseens,

The Bebylonians were tsught that the kings and "grest men"
of Babylon were fathered by the sun-god. DNebuchsdnezzar pro-
claimed himself to have been engendered by the Son of God (Mer-
dukson of Hes), who, himself, "deposited the germ of my life in
the womb of my mother,"

These things no longer occur, Msidens no longer give birth
to god-begotten children, Even kings are sired by their fethers
today. The sun no longer impregnatses virgins. Zeus no longer
holds court on Mount Olympus Ssurrounded by & goodly company of
gods and their wives and mistresses. The miracles of the Iliad
and of the Hebrew scriptures heve completely ceassed, The gods,
so often seen by people in the past, ere no longer seen. Thay
no longer interfere with the orderly working of the processes of
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nature, The sun-gods of Egypt and Bebylon, the Ionian gods of
Homer and the Dorie gods of Hesiod heve ceased to father kings
and great men,

Why can we not leave the old myths in their graves along
with the old gods and their kings? What matters if that there
still exist savage tribes thaet believe in solar impregnation? It
does not matter how old nor how widespresd the myth of solar im=-
pregnation 1s; these features do not serve to esteblish its
truth., If there is any truth in the myth of solar impregnetion,
both sunbsthing snd nudism is dengerous for unmarried girls and
women., They will have greet diffioulties persuading modern so-
ciety to believe that their sun-begotten children ere not the re-
sults of liason with mere men.

The effort to give these myths a semrblance of sclentific
backing by an appeal to ultra-violet-resy-induced parthenogenesis
in low forms of 1ife is ridiculous. There is not the slightest
bit of evidence that the sun's rays can activete the unfertilized
eges of sea-urchins, es Lillie end Finrichs did with ultres-violet
rays, The ultra-violet rays of the sun sre very different to
those of the lamps and heve very opposite results upon living
things. They are also much less asbundent and therefore weaker,
The eggs of the sea-urchin mey be rayed direotly, the human ovum
is not accessible to the sun's rays.

The humen monsters who cursed the esrth for sges, needed
divine sanction to uphold their misuse of their ill-gotten power.
We shudder when we look back over the trampled and sanguinary
field of history. From the impenetrable mists of time down to
our own thresholds, which are still wet with the blood end tears
of the oppressed and exploited, on every page of history, in
ghestly horror, sre heaped the corpses of men, woren amd children,

slein and worked to desth by the god-begotten kings end grest
men.

These monsters are gone. Their finedish gods perished with
them, The exploiters and war lcrds of the present are on their
way out, May we not let the myths that added power and prestige
to the Cyruses, Alexanders, et al., lie under the dust of the

ages? They served their ghastly purposes. Vie want no more to
do with them,

Virgin Birth Debate
Fornication and Imeginstion

Comments by Clements

Paul shrewdly says that the "carnsl mind (of man)is not
?thact t? the law of Cod (oreation), neither indeed can be"
Rom, 8:7).

Thet stetement is religiously esnd scienfiticelly ocorreot,
The Lew of Crestion rules sexusl conduct and reproduction on the
enimal plane thru the instinet of the femle. The Law arouses
in her orgenism a condition that impels her to seek the male,
Her amorocus conduct, and not hig desire to create, arouses 1n
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the mele a stete that impels him to respond in sexuel conduct.
So the mele of the animel kingdom, indirectly, is subject to the
Law of Crestlon, He is not subject to the law directly, for his

orgenism hes no distinctly creetive quslities. It is the femsls
that creatss,

An orgenism must possess crestive guslities in arder to re-
spond to the Lew of Creation., Msn's organism possesses no such
quelities; that is why his "carnal mind is not subject to the law"
as Paul scientificelly observes. lan is not impelled by creetive
desire to indulsce in sexusl conduct. He has no definite powers
of creation, He is impelled by lust and lewdness, And the female
is helpless under his laws. To forece her to submit to his wish
and will, he has enslaved her sexuslly by marrisge lews. Under

these laws reproduction is subject to the conditions of chance
and sccident.

Shelton says that sexusl indulgence is ""the source of such

axguisite pleasure.”" Mary lere Dennett agrees with him. She
writes:

"Sex union is the very greatest physicsl pleasure to be hed
in 811 human experience, and it helps very much to increase sll
other kinds of pleasure” (Sex Side of Life, p. 11)

It appears from her remerks thet Mary's experience in this
field is raether limited. She slso laments that the seat of such
"gxquisite pleasure" is located so neer the rectum and anus, and
wondere why '"we were created this wey." She says:

"Sometimes it seems very distasteful to us thet the sex or
generative organs should be placed so near to what we might call
our 'sewerage system,' :e do not like to have to connect in our
thoughts anything so...happy and precious ss the sex embrace with
the waste of our bedies, which we went to be rid of with as little
thought as possible, os it is d isapreesble at hest,, and we wonder
why we were created this wey" (p. 12).

Perhaps the reculiar location was determined by Infinite In-
telligence as a further help in human effort to refrain from de-
bauching and corrupting the sascred Creative Function.

It is difficult for intelligent people to helieve that dain-
ty ladies, with painted lips end fingertips, would seek their
pestime and pleasure in e part of their body so close to the "sew-
erage system,"

It 1s difficult for the higher minded element to believe
that the psychic pert, the divine soul, of woman, could find plea-
sure in dwelling in the filthy "sewerage system” of her body,

It is actually beyond humen reason to consider that "the
very greatest physical pleasure to be had in el1 humen experience"
as our friend Mery says, ocould be centered in a region so close
to the "sewerage system" of the body, that to dwell on the
thought in its tpue light, is to arouse @ sensation of loathing
and disgust.
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And worse yet, insteasd of propesgation being the desire of
sexual indulgence, if impregnetion occurs, then consternation
reigns. Man's "exquistie plessure™ is ended for a season. The
womsn weeps because the law has been fulfilled. ©She seeks a doc-
tor and pays him to ocommit the crime of sborticide, or sctusl mur-
der. And birth control societies that should be trying to uplift
the race, snd thus emulate the sncient Masters whom they are prone
to scorn as ignoramuses, would teach women how to be more wicked
by violating the supreme Law of Crestion and escaping the penalty.
It is not surprising that modern civilization is decaying before
our very eyes,

The Lew of Creation teaches us thet sexuel union is for the
sole purpose of propagetion. It 1s obeyed by every anieml on
earth but men, and the penelty, severe and lesting, must be psid
for its violaetion. It was the violation of this law by the sheme-
ful act of mesturbation by bisexusl beings thet resulted in the
separation of the sexes, by a hypertrophy of the mele element and
a corresponding atrophy of the femesle element, It is mssturbation
now, between men and men, and women and women (Rom 1:24, 27), and

man and woman, that continues the condition that it originally
produced,

Sexusl union between man end woman depends upon a condition
of sexuel separation that resulted from devolution, The process
of devolution was set into operation by & violation of the Law,
Mesturbation by the Bisexusl Gods csused a distorted condition to
develop in the generative centers., We see evidence of this pro-
cess today. Tribadism and masturbetion among women and girls
causes hypertrophy of the male elements in them, and excessive
development of the clitoris, It sometimes sttains a length of
three and four inches--exceeding the length of the penis of some
men (Prof. Mentegazza, p. 93).

Science know there are two laws of generation, and Shelton
admits it. Paul and John refer to both. The operation of one
of these invokes the process of devolution, This course in men
John calls the "sin unto death" (1 J. 5:16), Paul sgrees with
him (Rom, 6:21,23)., Under the other law, the offspring being
born without sexusl union between man and women, is said to be
born of God, without the "commission of sin® or the expenditure
of the Seminal Essence of life (1 J. 3:9). We refer to this sub-
lime process as the immaculate Conception snd the Virgin Birth.

Every person longs to be born under this Divine Process; and
every intelligent person blushes with shame when he or she remem=
bers that they came into being as the fruit of fornicestion. But
Shelton ssys that the Virgin Birth is only silly, asncient super=-
stition. Modern science has as yet discovered no evidence that
supports Shelton's position, end he should know it.

The anclent Masters olearly indicate that they had certain
knowledge relative to the authenticity of virginel births., They
indicats that it was at one time regular for people to be (1)
born of God (parthenogenesis), or be (2) born of sexual (carnal)
generation--shapen in iniquity end conceived in sin. If this
were not true, how shall we account for the fact that they give
the matter such explicit attantéon in their viritings? The mesn-
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ing intended in their stetements seems so clear, that it cannot

gg misunderstood by en intelligent person who is free from preju-
ce,

But we do not bsss our case entirely on the testimony of the
ancients, Modern biology comes to our aid. It is discovering
long lost secrets of generation, which the works of the ancient
Masters show were well-known to them, Modern biologist have shown
that in the process of impregnation, “the spermatozoon (of the
male) can be replaced by & chemical or physical agent. Only the
female elemsnt (ovum) is essential,™ seys Alexis Cerrel, the grest-
est lilving scientist, in his late work, Man, the Unknow, p. 91l.

Dr. Cregory Pincus of Hervard reports the results of experi-
ments in this conneotion, They show thet we ere et last epproach-
ing and rediscovering the Secret Doctrine of the Ancient Masters.
He too an ovum from 8 femasle rabbit end, by merely using & salt
solution, so modified it theat, when trensplanted into & femele rab-
bit, it will promptly grow int a normsl rabbit, He found that even
the salt solution could be discreded. High temperature (113 degree
F.) was sufficient. In one cese a salt solution became the sire;
in the other case, plain heat was the substitute.

Devid H., Keeler, M. D., of New Ycrk City, says of this case:

"So far the experiments have been with rabbit, But if it
works on them, it certainly should work with humens, too,

A most surprising phenomenon occurs in connection with this
artificial offspring, in thet it is impossible in this menner to
produce males. Only femmles can be produced, for reasons not as
yet understood. Feminists, therefore, might look forward to a
manless world--the ideal, perhaps, of many of them,

"It is also well-known thest sometimes, tumors appeer not only
in the femsle uterus, but s1so in the mele scrotum. These tumors
(teratoms ) often contain bones, hair, teeth, and sometimes there
are incomplete growths of the type of monsters, In the female,
such tumors have frequently appeared in virgins, in whom there
could be no suspicion of impregnstion, end in meles who, certein-
ly could not be suspected of having & female egg implanted by art=-
ificial methods into the mesculine body. These cases indicate
further that it is possible, even in mammals, to have & sort of
incomplete parthenogenesis. The future will tell us more in this
highly exciting domain." Sexology, p. 615, June, 1936,

As we progress in the little-understood field of creetion,
we discover thet the Ancient Masters knew whereof they spoke when
they referred to virginal births. The light of recent research
work in the field of genetics, illuminates the scientifio charact-
er of the teaching of these Masters, Since our knowledge is be-
ing shocked and our prejudice removed by the recent discoveries
of biologists, the ancient parables of the Tree of Life and the
Garden of Eden are becoming cleear, Many surprises are in store
for us ss soon as we are educated up to a point where we are able
to grasp the secrets of Neture conceasled in these anolent parables,
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Sexusl Generation Seacondary

Asexusl Generation is the orimsry and the originsl process
of human propagetion. Sexual Generation is e secondery end a lat-
er method of human propsgation., Such is the conclusion of sclence
after years of investipgation.

Modern science, in the words of its various disciples, makes
the five followlng positive declarations:

1, Life begins with the femele and is carried on & long dis-
tence by means of femeles alone (Prof, Vierd, p. 313).

2. The femsle sex is primery, the male sex is secondary
(Wood, p. 8).

3. Sex has fundamentally nothing to do with reproduction
(Wood, p. 11).

Ly The mele is simply end only & fertilizer (Swiney, p. 35).

5. Fertilization in its essence has nothing to do with re~-
production (Prof. Curtis, Science, N. S., vol. 12, December, 1900).

The veried sciences slmost unenimously =gree that the entire
phenomena of separate sexedness are but a secondary factor in the
process of propagation, This agreement expresses the fact thet
there is a different priciple of human generstion than & uni-sexu-
8l or sepsrated sexed reproductive one.

Consequently, we sre compelled to conclude thet the rudimen-
tary orgens in the humen body ere not the useless, superfluous im-
pedimenta thet we once considered them toc be. We are slowly but
surely discovering thet they formerly belcnged to some supremely
organized entity from whom we remotely descended, end that our part
prossession of them constitutes Nature's imperisheble record that
she has made no mistaske nor freeks, such as we have falsely and
ignorantly essumed them to be. Nor has she mede send left verious
appendages for the surgeion's knife or skill, to be opereted upon
forever, but, instead, to be regenersted sgsin, as though to re=-
mind us thet we heve descended from & higher being on a higher
plane (Cap. 230).

All living forms ere subject to the seme immutable law. By
the universality of Neturasl Lew, we know thet whet occurs in any
creature is universal throughout living existence, just es Grevity

is in universal control of messes of matter, end Polarity of atoms
of matter,

Under the law, we are forced to concede thet such sexual mod-
ifications as occur in ephids, will also occur in other creatures,
ineluding humenity. We saw edditional exemples of this in the
bees (Lesson 48, p. 3), end even in human beings (Chap. 153, 214).

Sclence edmits that: (1) these chenges occur in humanity;
end that (2) esexusl generation in humenity preceded sexual gen=
eration, Science sgrees with our philosophy on ell points except
one. Sclence contends that (3) sexuel reproduction is "Nature's
Preferred Method" of human generestion, end thet its primsry purpose
is to "secure a grester veriety."

If Sexusl Reproduction is & form of generation superior to



the Immaculate Conception and the Virgin Birth, as contended by
Shelton and science, then why has the act of copulstion, which
must precede sexuasl reproduction, been so generslly and bitterly
condemned in ancient literaturs? and why were husband and wife
penalized in esncient times for committing "the motions of sin"
(Rom. 7:5) which must precede the function of sexual reproduction?

The ancient historian Herodotus ststes thet the sncient Bay-
lonisns had a lsw whioh required that--

"When a husband end wife have had intercourse st night, they
must sit on elther side of & burning censer until dewn, and they
must then purify themselves by washing before they are asllowed to
touch anything" (Morels in Ancient Babylon, McCabe, p. 10).

W Other ancient races, including the Jews, had similar laws.
e read:

"If any man's seed of copulaetion go out from him, then he sheall
wash all his flesh in weter, and be unclean until the even...The
woman also with whom man shell be with seed of copulation, they
shall both bathe themselves in water, and be unclean until the even®
(Lev. 15:16, 18),

Shelton will enswer this by simply hurling the charge of "an-
cient superstition." The course of public opinion is influenced
by evidence, end not by empty end unsupported charges.

If Sexusl Reproduction is & function superior to Parthenogen-
tic Generation--

1. Why hes the Immaculste Conception end the Virgin Birth
been universally regarded by all races ss the higher and idesl
process of reproduction?

2., Why has sgxual (caernsel) generation been universally re-
garded with disgust by the higher-minded element of humenity, mod-
ern end ancient, eand the act considered as vile and degrading?

3. Why has sexuel (carnal) generation been universally de-
nounced and condemned by the Ancient Mesters and Philosophers,
end declered to be a "sin unto death®?"

L. Why should certain suffering inveriably follow in the
course end wake of sexual (cernal) generation (Gen. 3:16), includ-
ing those serious disturbences in the body that csuse fainting,
vomiting, defecetion, urination, convulsions, general debllity,
brain and nerve disorders, epilepsy, parelysis, insenity, end even
death?

5. Why did Paul shout to the multitude: "Whet frulits had
ye in those things (motlions of sin--Rom. 7:5) whereof ye are now
ashamed? for the end of those things is desth" (Rom. 6:21).

"Por to be carnally (sexually) minded is death:...because the car-
nal (sexuel) mind 1s enmity sgalnst God; for it is not subject to
the lew of God, neither indeed can be" (Rom. 8:6, 7).

Against this uplifting teasching of the Ancient Masters, Shel-
ton cries out:

"Are we to return to the ascetic view that all pleasure is
ginful, that all gretificetion og our instinctive or physicel de-
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sires and needs is enmity to Godo"

Paul does not include "ell pleasure." He refers to sensusl
lust, and is specific in his stetments, He definitely ssys that
the motions of sin...did work in our (genative--Clements) members
to bring forth fruit (Offspring--Clements) unto death (Rom. 7:5).
Thet he should not be misunderstood, he explains his statement by
declaring:

"rlee fornicstion. Every sin that a man doeth is without the
body; but he that committeth fornicstion sinneth against his own
body" (1 Cor, 6:18),

This definite explanstion is too strong far Shelton. He
tries to soften its sound by asserting that "fornication is sex
relations among the unmerried.” He says:

A1l sex intercourse is felsaly referred to (by Paul and
Clements) &s fornicetion (fornication is sex relations among the
unmarried), and children of sexusl unions (there are no other
kind) are sald to be 'conceived in sint,

This evinces s state of mentasl nastiness thet belongs in a
sewer. Such obscene mindedness should hide its heed in shame and
not parade itself in public in the menner it does--disguised as
purity incernste.,"--Debate on Virgin Birth.

Shelton drews & wide distinction in the sct of copulation
between the merried end the unmarried, Copulation is fornication
between the unmerried, but between the merried the act has a sof-
ter, sweeter name. It may then be cslled sexusl relations, or
sexual unions, or some other term thet gretes not on the nerve of
the grinders,

The word "fornication" appears some six times in the 0ld

Testament., But in the New it occurs meny times. Webster defines
the word es follows, to-wit:

Fornication: The incontinence or lewdness of unmerried per=-
sons, male or femasle., Fornication (is) the ect of incontinence

in single perscns; if either be merried, it is sdultery (Wharton).
"'-Dictn p. 675.

Fornicetion is either fornicetion or it is not fornicastion.
The term seems to mean sexusl congress between msn and woman., If
it is fornication in any cese, it should be fornication in every
case, If 1t 1s fornication in the cese of the unmarried, it
should be fornicetion in the cese of the married, For the act

is the same whether its name be changed, or whether the actors
are married or single,

When committed by end between single persons the act seems
to be plain fornication, a orime in the eyes of the world. If
either participsnt be merried, it becomes adultery--a greeter
orime. But if both are merried, then no crime attaches. There
i1s no incontinence nor lewdness, It is neither fornication nor
adultery. It is coitus, copulation, cohabitetion, sexual relat-
ion, or any soft, sweet name thet we desire to give it.
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Why this marked change? VWhy does the (1) crime by Adam and
Eve (Gen. 3:6), and the (2) crime of fornicestion of single per-
sons, and the IB} crime of adultery of @8 single men with a merried
woman, be and become no crime et all, not even felony, not even
misdemeanor, not even misconduct, when committed by end between a
man and a woman who are married? Why should exactly the same act
be criminel et one time, and not et snother? Just whst has hap-
pened to cause this wvast change--in the eyes of the public?

Here is en important point. Mark it well. Around 1t revolv=-
es8 much that proves whether cur philosophy is right or wrong. An-
cient and modern suthorities sgree that sexusl generstion (forni=-
cation) 1s a function not proper nor estheticel for humenity--un-
less performed under specifio conditions.

These conditions are not prescrihed by Nature, nor by God,
nor by neturel instinet. They are arbitrarily prescribed by men
--for a reason. Merriasge is just snother man-mede institution de-
signed for his pleasure snd convenience, for the more complete
subjugation and enslavement of woman, snd for the subversion of
Nature's infaslliable method by which the lMother is the Queen that

dictates her own course, free from limitations and restrictions
(Chapo 1?8) .

lhen the sct in question is performed within snd under the
conditions prescribed by men, there is still @ certain d egree of
opprobrium involved, and, in encient times, husband snd wife were
penalized for its performence, All these things have a profound
meaning, if we would try to discover it. But science sweeps them
aside as scient superstition,

Fornicestion end Imsginstion

When Shelton esttempted to drew a distinction in the sexuel
act between the married and the unmerried, he reised s point that
develops into a boomerang. He walked into a terrible trap when
he entered the fornicetion ring. He made specific reference to
the use of the word, then sought to show that fornication is not
fornlcation at sll under c¢ertain circumstences. It is said that
circunstsnces alter cases. That seaying works well with man-mede
rules; but it crumbles under the weight of Neturel Law,

This phase of the matter must receive s good polishing in
order to bring out its defects. They are concealed from the weak-
minded multitude by men-mede measures. We shall show that forni-
cetion under all cirocumstences, as steted by Paul. We shall con-
sider this as additional evidence to support the Virgin Birth Doc-
trine,

This Dootrine is supported by the genersal repugnence and
disgust the world over, emong the higher-minded element, includ-
ing Shelton, egainst fornication by and between man and woman.
Even Shelton recoils from the reverberation of the word, and
tries to build & sound-proof well sgainst it., He says thet for-
nication is not fornication when the participents in the sct are
married, The Law of Nature respects no such differentistions.
They ere msn-made, not God-medse,.
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We are discussing fscts, not febles, We ere taking condi-
tions gs we find them, and considering their logical explsnastion
in the 1light of Natural Lsw, not in the light of men-mede rules. If
fornication is wrong, unlawful, repugnant, revolting at eny
time, if it is "incontinence or lewdness of 'unmarried' parsons,
male or femele," then it should, in the light of reason and Nat-
urel Lew, be the same 1In the case of the married. Nature does
not recognize the difference indiceted by Shelton.

Why should a desp, genersel feeling of disgust be directed,
at any time, or under sny circumstasnces, against an act that is
not only "the source of such exquisite pleasure,' 'as Shelton
says, but which, science holds, is ebsolutely necessary for race-
propagation? This feeling, enterteined by intelligent people in
8ll lands and in &1l times, must heve a sound basis not yet dis-
covered by the ZEvolutionist. It exists in the public mind re-
gardless of whether the act is committed by the married or the un-
married (Lev, 15)16, 18).

This feeling of disgust is not of recent origin. It eppears
as far back &s humen records run. The sncient Masters condemned
the sct, They celled it the "sin unto death", They declared
that those who ste of thst frult would surely die. They urged
the multitude to "flee fornicstion."™ The first church fathers
followed the same course, The Romen hierarchy insisted upon the
maintenance of the principles of chastity and celibacy. Why ell
this genersl and powerful opposition to an act thet is "the source
of such exquisite pleasure,™ and said to be necessery for race-
propagation?

There is an answer to this question. There must be an an-
swer. There is & good reason for every age-old and deep-seasted
antipathy. These conditions ere besed on csuses which, in the
progress of the resce, have been lost and long-forgotten. Many
centuries later, when they sre suggested, they seem strange, and
often ridiculous. They are frequently so contrary to our exper=-
ience end observation that they appear preposterous,

Let us suggest a plausible explanation of the general, anci-
ient, end modern sntipethy ageinst fornication., There must un-
doubtedly have been a time when human reproduction depended not
upon the act under consideration, Does that explanation not ap-
pear reasonable? Does not thet fact furnish more evidence to sup-
port the Virgin Birth Doctrine?

If this explasnation is not the correct one, then another res-
son must be found why the act has been so strongly condemned, ev=-
en unto this day. Those who sdvence another reason, should show
why men-made laws have been necessary in the effort to remedy the
condition, so thet it would be tolersted by society. They should
show good reesons why fornication under Natursl Lew is not forni-
cation under masn-made-law.

To an enquiring mind, it does not appear right and proper
thet men should find it desirable, expedient, or necessary to
formulete measures, under which he seeks to control and regulate
the function of creation. It has never been clear to many schol-
ers, why men should thus attempt to interfere with snd limit the
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most fundeamentel function of woman's organism. It is the twaddle
of an i1diot to suggest that the solution of the problem sppears

in Shelton's shallow statement, thet "sex (is) the source of such
pleasure,"

Shelton's suggestion mey be sufficient to satisfy the lustful
mind. But if our search for Truth is influenced by pleasure in-
stead of by principle, then we shall never resch our goal. We
shell not be able to write the Science of len so long as we se-
cept as our guiding-star the rules that men me kes to legelize un-
lawful scts, in order that such scts may be prostituted by the
week-minded multitude, tolersted by e misguided society, and re-
spected by man-made courts.

These man-mnede laws are not only erbltrary, but unsound,
their very existence should sesrouse suspicion thet something is
wrong., They attempt to change the color of a fact. They ere cal=-
culated to legalize in the eyes of the merried, an sct that is
unlawful in the eyes of the unmerried, They hold thet fornicetion
in the unmarried is not fornicetion in the merried. They seek to
control end regulste the function of humsn reproduction., They
limit women in her right snd power to exercise the most fundasmen-
tal function of her orgenism. In order to express the Primel
Process of Life, women is compelled to submit to men-msde measur-
es. Unless she obeys them, she and her children are disgraced
forever, We shell refer to this phese of the metter agsesin.

The meak-minded multitude, being blinded by miseducation,
is essily swayed by the magic of the minister's words when he
says, "I now pronounce you husband and wife.” These words have
no effect on the Laws of Nature. But 2 misguided society accepts
and receives them as 8 license thst circuvents Natural Law; that
they meke humenity immune thereafter to the evils of farnication;
thet they free the merried from the force of the law thet affects
the unmarried (Gal. 6:7). But the general degeneracy of the race
shows thet the effect of fornication, of "incontinence or lewd-
ness," is the same on the merried &s on the unmarried. Natural
law 15 not changed by man-made rules,

Shelton feels sure that he has destroyed the doctrine of the
Virgin Birth when he s sserts the "Unity of Nature." He writes:

"In humen beings, where we see the most complex argsnic
structure send the highest menifestetion of life, reproduction is
Just as nstural es elsewhere in Nsture. There is no reason for
us to think thet Nasture should here abandon the method of repro-
duction common to 211 the higher animals, and 'revert! to those
methods used in the lowest forms of life, Nor that she should
abandon all biological methods and employ some unknown "spiritual"
means of perpetueting the race.

"If the Unity of Nature has any meaning et ell, we cennot
reasonably expect any such breaks in regulaerity, and the intro-
duction of occult or super-netursl methods or reproduction, Man
certainly has no sound basis for thinking that he is, or ever was,

or ever will be, exempt from or an exception to, the uniformities
and regulesrities of Nature.
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"This world is still & world of lew and oarder, and all liv-
ing things have had an ordered past. Without actual evidence of
paerthenogenetic reproduction of humn beings, we are not justified
in procleiming the possibility or probebility of virgin births.
Even should some artificial means of producing psrthenogenesis in
man be found, as Loeb 4id with the ses urchin, we would be foolish
to hold this up as a wey of 1life conteining the promise snd po-
tenoy of & new end higher civilization, where the women bear chil-
dren and the men are drones. We ere still less justified in hold-
in up pathological developments as representative of the nnrm of
Neture., I prefer to see women beer children fathered by msn than
to see virgins have fatherless tumors.”

Philosophers never question the Universslity of Law and lNa-
ture. They essert it down "even to the components of every in-
ference and every observation,” But this feset does not force them
to reduce humenity to the level of animality, eny more than it
forces the reduction of beasts to the level of beets and beans,

There is a sound besis for the reason and the fact, that ev-
ery man and every meiden blush with shame when they consider that
they began their earthly being as the fruit of fornicetion. Lit-
tle wonder thet man hes striven, in his course to right the wrong

(Gen, 2:17), to break the sound that Truth delivers when he thinks
how he is born.

Can we believe in Primal Perfection es the first frults of
Creation, and assert thet we eare normel when we spring from forn-
ication? DIvery beast is ruled by Neture, which mekes it the tool
of Instinct. Man elone is ruled by Reasson, which is used to aid
his Intellect (Rom., 6:14).

This peculiar exception in Men is not the product of our own
work. This distinction was feshioned by the Maker when the form
of Man wes made. This glaring difference in constitution, appear-
ing between beast end man, has been observed by every philosopher
from the most ancient days, Notwithstending this fact of Nature,
which reason dsres not deny, Shelton and his Evolutionistic asso-
clates refuse it recognition. They insist upon reducing Man to
the purely enimel plane, under the feslse claim that it is imper-
ative if we observe the "Unity of Nature.,"

Paul mey not have been so brilliant as "we moderns" believe
we are, but he had sense enough to see this vast difference be-
tween beast and men, and intelligence enough to know thaet it had
a definite meaning. While beasts are ruled by Instinct, because
they have no higher power, Paul says that Men's Intellect pleaces

2im ?bove this rule of Neture, and puts him "under grace™ (Rom.
t14) .,

This term hes & wofound meening to those who refuse to be-
lieve, that the "Unity of Nature" mekes Man & beest pure snd sim-
ple. The term is one that "we moderns" have been unesble to im-
prove upon., And while it mey sound discordant to the descendants
of the ape; yet it has a harmonious ring to philosophers who be=-

lieve in & Supreme Crestive Principle, snd thet we ere the chil-
dren thereof (Rom. 8:16).
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The encient Masters considered fornicstion as fornication,
regardless of whether the participants were merried or unmarried.
They dié not coet their pills with sugar, nor use euphonious terms
in discussing the subject of "incontinence or lewdness.," They
shouted to the multitude:

"Flee fornication. Every 8in thet a man doeth is without
the body; but he that committeth fornication sinneth agsinst his
own body...If any men defile the temple of God, him shall God de=-
gtigy;6fgg)the temple of God is holy, which temple ye are" (1 Cor.

. 3 . .

Paul drew no distinction here between the married and unmar-
ried. He did not differentiste here between the effect of forni=-
cetion on the merried and on the unmerried., "He thet committeth
fornication, " whether he be married or unmarried, "sinneth against
his own body," end thus defiles "the temple of God."

In order to impress more foroibly upon the mind, the gravity
of this "sin" in comperison with all other "sins", Paul wes par=-
ticular to say, "Every sin thet a men doeth is without the body;
but he that committeth fornicetion sinneth against his own body."
Even these words, while apparently sufficient under certsin cir-
ocumstences, were too weaek to setisfy him, end he added: "if eny
men defile the temple of God, him shall God destroy; for the tem=-
ple of God's holy, which temple ye are,"

In a few words, fornication is the greastest crime thet msn
can commit, according to Pesul, John, end other ancient Masters,
This act directly defiles the body itself. Thls mesns the de-
filement of the "temple of God."™ Men-mede merriage measures do
not change that temple. It remeins the same, and so does the act.

The effect of the act is the seme, whether the actors are
married or unmerried. The Law of Neture respects not the conven-
tional customs of men, Meny of his rules, ss shown in this in=-
stance, are made to legelize in the eyes of the world, ocertain
praoctices that sre unlewful under the Law of Naturs.

The eancient Mssters appesr to have done all in their power,
to rescue the resce from the "sin unto death" (Rom, 6:23; 1 John
5:16)., They revesled the reason for the maintenance of the prin-
ciples of chastity and cellbacy.

Just as Adam end Bve did, so do we still reslize today, in
an instinctive way, after all these ages of legelized fornication
in the married, that there is something about the act that is in-
herently wrong. This is so in spite of the fact thet the purpose
of the institution of marrisge wes to remove from the mind the
natural repugnance to the act., That repugnsnce is the result of
an instinctive quelity, implented in humenity to guide it safely
through the journey of 1life, The chief object of marriage seems
to be the suppression of this higher quality.

Mothing can so exesperete the sensusl men as to interfere
with his sensual pleasure. To inform him that indulgence for
plessure 1s & violation of the lsws of the higher physiology,
bring down upon one the indignat%gn of all his wrath., It is be-




cause this course of study lays the ax at the roots of the tree,
that its principles will be venomously heted by those who heve no
desire to rise sbove the animel plene.

BEven in the sublime snd solemn function of Creation the
shallow-mind seeketh only pleasure, while the wise blush with
shame at such folly., Paul further says:

"What fruits hasd ye then in those things (fornicetion--Clem-
ents) whereof ye ere now ashemed? for the end of those things is
death",..,For the wages of sin is death" (Rom. 6:21, 23).

Did the respectable maiden ever indulge in the sex aot for
the first time without blushing in shame® But by repetition she
becomes calloused to the conduct, Even the crime of murder, by
repetition, becomes a common occurrence to the highwaymen, The
same shame is experienced whether the melden is married or unmar-
ried. But it is not so genersl in the merried, because of the
purely psychologicel effect of the minister's megic words that
comply with the rules of msn.

The same thread of shameful thought runs through humesnity,
back to the biblical Adem end Eve. Their eyes were opened by the
awful shock of their ssxusl conduct, and they were ashamed and
hid themselves (Gen. 3:7, 8). They hid from their guilty consci-
ence, from the God-spirit within them. Why did they feel gulilty
if coitus is nstursl in humanity, and if they were licensed to
indulge? Wes it not their guiding conscience, their inner nature,
their instinctive reasoning faculty, which men hes asttempted to
stifle and suppress with marrispge laws, informed them they hed
committed en act unlawful to thelr godly constitution, end harm-
ful to their god-liks construction?

Shelton is irriteted by the plein stetement that "children
of sexusl unions are seid to be "conceived in sin.” Nor do we
suspect that such statement of a fsct finds a responsive chord in
meny minds. Plain truth i1s never pleasing te the prejudiced.

But facts are facts regardless of how they fit in our mind.

Shel ton asserts thet menstruation 1s disesse. He writes:

"§ith menkind slmost universally disessed, some portions
more then others and some individusls more thsn others, it is
quite natural that menstruation, which is but a symptom of & dis-
eased oondition, should be elmost equally universal™ (Menstrua-
tion, Its Cause & Cure, p. 22).

Shelton holds, and I believe correctly, that disease in gen-
eral is the result of unlswful conduct. ©Sin is another term for
it. Then sin is the cause of the "elmost universally diseased"
condition called menstrustion, It results from abuse and misuse
of the Tree of Life. Out of this abuse end misuse of the Tree of
Life, under the cover of men-mede marriage lews, innocent children
come forth by chance and accident., They sre not wented when they
are made, and they are not welcome when they arrive. The orgen
in which they ere formed and feshioned is polluted, end corrupted,
and diseased., Shelton himself edmits it, far he esserts that a
menstrusting uterus is e diseasgg uterus.




If menstruation were the only diseased condition effecting
the Tree of Life, that would be sufficient to csuse untold suffer-
ing and serious degenerstion., But the situation becomes msny
times worse when we add to this, all those dresdful venersal dis-
eases thet in genersl afflict the Tree of Life, and are transmit-
ted directly to the offspring under the law of heredity.

King Devid ssw all this. He saw with horror how the Tree of
Life is used, misused, and abused. He saw thet it was polluted,

corrupted, and diseased. 'het he saw forced him to shuder and
to say:

"Behold, (even) I (the King and the Ruler of the realm) was
shapen iniquity; end in sin did my mother conceive me" (Ps. 51:5)

Did he not utter 8 terrible truth? Do we not &ll blush in
shame when we contemplate thet we begin our earthly being as the
fruit of fornication, reduced toprostitution under the protection
of men-made merriasge laws, And Shelton tries to meke it appesr
that fornicetion committed out of the bonds of lawful wedlook, is
a lower and viler function that prostitution committed within the
bonds of lawful wedlock.

The history of prostitution is s disgrace to the race. [laxt
comes the history of our divorce courts. Incontinence, lcwdness,
Sodomy, pederasty, buggery, blacken every page. And we are the

fe;gla fruit of this unlawful, disgreceful, disgusting, revolting
conduct,

Looking fects in the face, can we say that we sre not shapen
in iniquity, and thet our mothers did not conceive us in sin?
The subject has reached a stage where sex in generasl is dealt
with only as an inherently shameful thing., Such terms ss "ini-
quity" and "sin" mey be used even in polite society, where no one
would dare to discuss the shameful subject of sex.

Paul says that the "cermsl mind is not subject to the law of
God, peither indeed cen be" (Rom, 8:7). The lsw of God rules sex-
ual conduct snd reproduction on the snimel plene., But conditions
of chance and asccident rule reproduction in humenity. Lust rules
sexuel condéuct in men. DNot the desire for offspring. Indulgence
for plessure, not for propesgation.

Shelton seys thet sex indulgence is “the souroce of such ex-
quisite pleasure."™ If impregmation occurs, then consternation
reigns. Men's "exquisite pleasure™ 1s ended. The woman weeps,
and pays a doctor to commit the crime of murder, of aborticide.
Birth control societies that should be trying to uplift the race,
like the ancient Masters, would teach women how to be more wicked
by violating the Law of Creation and escsping the penalty.

The Law of Creation limits the Function of Creastion to the
Purpose of Creetion., It 1s obeyed by every animel on earth but
man. It was the violation of this lew by the esct of mesturbation
that resulted in the seperation of the sexes. It is mutual mas-

turbation between men and woman that continues the very condition
that it produced.
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Coition between man end women depends upon sexual separation
that resulted from the work of devolution., The Law of Devoluti-
on wes set into operation by 2 violation of the Law of Creation.
By the practice of mesturbstion the Bisexusl Gods caused a dis-
torted condition to develop in the generetive centers. We see
evidence of this todey. Tribadism end masturbation emong women
and girls cause hypertrophy of the clitoris. In some women it be-
comes three and four inches long--exceeding in length the penis
of some men (Prof., Mantegazza, p. 93).

The encient Masters knew there are two laws of generation.
They plainly indicste that they had certein knowledge regerding
the suthenticity of virginsl births, They seem to have known
that 1t wes possible for people to be (1) born of God (partheno-
genesis), or be (2) bern of sexual (carnsl) generation--shapen in
iniquity end conceived in sin., The meaning intended seems so
clear, that it cannot be misunderstood by an intelligent person
who 1s free from prejudice,

We do not base our caese entirely on the testimony of the
ancients. Modern blologists have shown that in the process of
impregnation, "the spermatozoon (of the msle) cen be replaced by
a chemicel or physicel agent. Only the female element (ovum) is
essential ," says Alexis Carrel, M. D., the greatest living scien-
tist in this £i14, in his late word, "Man, the Unknown," p. 91).

The 1light of recent research work in the field of genetics
{1luminates the profound teeching of the sncient Masters. Since
our prejudice is being penetrated by the knowledge coming with
recent discoveries, the ancient parables as to the Tree of Life
sre becoming more clear. Many surprises ere in store for us es
soon as we are educated upto a point where we can gresp the se-~
crets of Nature concesled in parables.

Sexusl indulgence between the unmarried is condemned by the
public and penalized by men-mede laws. But science can discover
no difference in the effect on the body of such indulgence be-
tween the married and unmarried. One strong feature appears in
favor offornication between the unmarried, The children result-
ing ere usually of superior character. The reason is that such
indulgence is more often the result of love than lust on the
men's part, end silent submission on the wife's part.

In the "holy bonds of lawful wedlock" the wife is frequently
S0 weakened by the lust end lewdness of her incontinent husband,
that 1f impregnation occurs, a miscarriage is likely to follow.
If the child is delivered in due time, it may be a weskling, de-

fective. It mey die before maturity, or develop into an idiot
or a cripple.

This is one reeson why insane asylums ere filled to over-
flowing; why our social problems grow more burdensome with the
yesrs; why birth control societies ere springing up; why efforts

are being mede to teach people how to sin end escape the consequ-
ences of it.

In referring to the general feeble-mindedness of the people
of this generation, Carrel says:
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"Tn certain states the multitude of the insesne confined in
the asylums exceeds thst of the patients kept in all other hos-
pitels. 1Like insenity, nervous disorders snd intellectusl weak-
ness seem to have become mors frequent. They are the most eotive
factors of individual misery end of the destruction of families.
liental deteriorstion is more dangerous for civilizetion then the
infectious disesses to which hygienists and physiciens have so
far exclusively devoted their ettention."--Men, the Unknown, p.20.

Shelton holds that sex relations in the unmarried is plain
fornication, but the same act in the married has ancther neme.
This twisting of words is alleged to change mutual masturbation
between man and women from "fornication™ to "sexuel intercourse™
by the magic in the minister's words,

To be more definite, the words of men have the power to
change the lew of Nature. Fornleation between the unmarried is
sinful, revolting, snd a crime under the lews of men; but "sexual
intercourse” in the merried is ® "pleasure" thet is legal end not
"sinful®", end it must not be condemned. As a matter of fact,

marrisge is merely legaslized prostitution, end hes been so declar=-
ed by Tertullian snd meny others,

On merrisge, Lucinds B. Chandler writes:

"When & woman has mede this sgreement...she has made hercelf
permenently...a legel prostitute till deeth or divorce dissolves
the contract, I demend the immediate and undonditional abolition
of this vilest system thet ever cursed the earth.

"Marrisge is legaslized prostitution...The term merriage is
more offensive than the terms rspe, murder, or prostitution, be-
cause it involves all of them, sand all combined are worse than
either slone...The wife is the most degraded of all prostitutes;
««s8 foroced prostitute...Populer prostitution,bsd es it is, is
not so bad as the forced prostitution of marriage™ (Socisl Purity)

Swiney mekes these observations:

"The prevalent error hes heen the fselse presumption that
marrisge was instituted to senction the reproductive act. On the
contrary, it was instituted to restrain it, snd further restraint
is sought by birth control societies that seek legal means to
teach people how to violste the law of generation and escepe the
conseguences of their sot" [Awakening of Woman).

Ellis HKthelmer joins in with these remsrks:

"The excess of sexual proclivity and indulgence, general on
the part of man, has been e constant cause of wonder tc women of
intellect, Indeed, there sre few wives, high or low, but could
bear testimony to incidentally distasteful or peinful spprosch,
silently suffered et the husband's instence.”

"One of the most revolting spectacles, still existent in our
civilization, is thet of s husbend weesring out (i. e., literelly
killing) his wife with child-births, with abortions, with sheer
licentiousness: +the crime being sometimes extended to a second
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and a third conjugsl victim. Scaercely less appslling is the faot,
thet of the further menifold feminine silments, specificelly clas=-
sed as "the diseases of women", the large majority are but the
varlous results of her sexusl wrong-doing on the part of man"
(Life to Woman).

When we consider what we know of this metter, we discover
the nsked truth of Paul's shrewd statement, that the "cernesl mind
is not subject to the lew of God (desire for offspring), neither
indesd can be" (Rom. 8:7). It is not the divine desire to ful-
f£ill the law and be fruitful (Gen. 1:28), that moves men to sexu-
al indulgence, It is the "cernal mind" pure end simple,with no
thought of reproduction. It is ruled by lust, not by law,

Marrisge is for pleasure, not for propagation, ©Sex reletion
between the married may be plain prostitution, worse than forni-
cation, but the deluded public believes thet "marrisge is honor=-
eble in all, and the (marriage) bed undefiled" (Heb. 13:4). Thus
read the rules of mesculine religion.

The general condition of prostitution is worse among the
married then the unmarried. Because she is not compelled to do
it, the publioc prostitute refuses to tolerate the sex conduct foro-
ed upon some suffering wives. This tatement is supported by di-
vorce court records, containing stories tooc vulgar and obscene
for any peper to be permitted to publish. Yet Shelton ssys that
I should hide my head in shame beceuse I heve the courage to label
these things with their true name. He coasts his pills with suger.

Leading biologists assert that sexusl relstion is simply mu-
tual masterbation, whether between the married or unmerried. It
produces in the married and the unmarried alike, 811l the meny ev-
il1s, ailments and degenerative changes that are charged to sinful
and loathsome masturbstion, They ruin the vietim in time, and
send him or her to an sarly grave, Neither the doctor nor the de=-
funct suspected the cause lying behind the condition,

Neked truth sppears as "mentel nastiness" to those who de=~
gire to delude themselves. It should never be "mentasl nastiness"
to ocall things by their correct neme. When David as an sdult
saw the general sexusl debauchery in which children are shapen
and conceived, he knew in his heart thst he also was tainted and
polluted to the core with the same sinful corruption. This knowl-
edge grieved him sorely, and he was moved to express his thought

in words., His statement is not only true today, but will remain
so for centuries to come,

The Right Road

Asexual Reproduction, according to both the findings esnd ed-
missions of modern socience, wes the primery and the priciple meth-
od of human generation for long eges before "Nature's Preferrsd
Method" came into operation. The latter method ceme into existen-

ce s @ "mere sfterthought," and it had no other purposes than the
"multiplicetion of wveristy."

The process of parthenogenesis would still be in operation
had not Mother Nature grown wesry of the merked similerity of her
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children, and sought to inject greater varistion into humanity by
branching off from Asexuel Generation end trying a new method sas

an experiment. Is this the diction of science,or the twaddle of
an idiot?

IMen are not regerded es being equal to the Supreme Creetive
Principle in mstters of Intelligence; yet men know enough to place
things and methods of the "preferred" class first and at the top
of the list, eand things and methods of lesser and secondary im-
portance follow in their order., Observetion and experience show

that in this respect Nature is more careful, perticular end ef=-
ficient than man,

This view of the matter eppears consistentand scientific be-
yond the shadow of s reasonsble doubt. Therefore, the primery,
principal, end "preferred" method of human reproduction was that
of Asexual Generstion, Parthenogenesis, Virgin Birth. Sexusl Gen-
eration appeared sges leter as & lesser, secondary process, @és a
"mere afterthought,” and the express purpose of it was simply to
"multiply veriety," and, fundementelly, it hes "nothing to do with
reproduction” (Wood, Wiggem & Science.)

Under the law, the leading difference @s between ephids ard
human beings in the phenomenon of sexusl modification end chenge,
is the length of time required for these to occur. A cresture
that develops slower and lives longer, will not chenge so rapidly
in the psychicasl and physicel departments as one that develops
much faster end lives only a few minutes, a few months, or a few
years. Due to this fact, it would require "long eons of time,"
as Wiggam seys, for such chenges to occur in men as would occur
in ephids in & short time.

We acquire a better understanding of the phenomena by revi-
ewing chapters 147 to 154. The foregoing facts of observation
account for the peculiar conditions in humanity thet hsve long
puzzled science., The rudimentary orgens, the verious phases of
sexusl consciousness, the sexual separation into lmperfect uni-
sexuality, the appearance of hermaphrodites--all these and many
other mysteries of Nature ere swept away, and correct knowledge
tekes the place of confusion when we see things in their truse
light., We then realize that Darwin stated scientific facts when
he said:

"I look at all the species of the seme genus as certainly
descended from @ common progenitor, as have the two sexes of any
one species" (Origin of Species, p. 124).

"The oldest living forms known, are still capable of modifi-
cation into higher or lower forms or types, and in fact they do
yield new verieties whenever and wherever so influenced" (Varia=-
tion of 3pecies, p. 5; this course Chap. 148).

Tt is immeterial what csuse produces the condition of degen-
eration., We mey yet be saved, The way lies 1n knowledge gained
by & study of the Sex Principle. Selvetion will never come thro-
gh the blood of 2 crucified god. We must save ourselves. An
able writer says:
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"Until a new sexusl educstion hes succeeded in beslancing
and purifying the pessions of men, he will continue to be the
slayer of the gods, and 'to sully the miserable world with taint=-
ed blood end influences foul,'"--Sex Force, p. 21.

Like humanity, the ephids, in their degenerate state, still
possess their previous bisexual qualitites, but in & lstent, dor-
ment, rudimentary degree. When favorable conditions are supplied
to the saphids, the dorment qualities are revived, resurrected, re-
stored, in which mey be cslled & re-birth. The aphids sre truly
born sgain. They come forth in their former perfection which they
lost through their fall into degeneration (John 3:3, 7).

Here is experimental evidence to prove the Fall of Man de-
scribed in the Edenic psrable, It resulted from a course of de-
generation that caused the loss of the bisexusl qualities, by
working changes in the body that produced the present imperfect
uni-sexuel rece. With these changes came--

1. Sexuasl consciousness (their eyes were opened--Gen, 2:2);
2. cexuasl generstion (in sorrow thou shelt bring forth
children--Gen, 3:16};
3. Death (In the day thou eatest thereof thou shalt surely
die--Gen. 2:17).

The scientific demonstration in the case of the bees and the
ephids, furnishes & startling esnalogue of the historical "separa-
tion of the sexes,”™ It solves at one stroke a problem thst hses
long baffled the best scholsrs and teachers for many ages. It
establishes the fact that the ancient scribe had positive reasons
for his particularity in stating thet Adam begst a son in his
likeness, sfter his image (Gen. 5:3), and in not meking @ similar
stetement as to woman, or ss to Cain snd Abel (Gen. 2:22, 33;
Gen. l&:l. 2) .

The ancient scribe plainly indicates that women appears as
an abnormal belng, out of the reguler order end requiring a new
deslgnation. This abnormel cresture is so different from Man
thet she is called Woman yet "she was teken out (of the womb) of
men"(Gen. 2:23). At this point the Lew of Heredity (Like Begets
Like) is subject to the Law of Modification, opereting under =
change of conditions.

The multiplication of veriety now begins, not as a cause of
sexusl separatlon, but as an effect of sexual ssparation,

The biblical scribe stated a scientific fact when he said
thet men hes fallen. When modern men discovers that he is really
the degenerate son of the Crestive Principle, end turns for help
toward the only source whence help caen come, he will find the
help he needs. He 1s taught by the Ancient Masters to look with=-
in, and not without, The "kingdom of God" and 211 things worth
while lie within, There man must seerch for the higher things
thet he desires (Luke 12:31).

A kingdom of crafty priests (Ex. 19:6), a church founded on
falsity, a greedy system of commercislism sucking the blood of
humenity--these orders being lsrgely responsible for ths degener-
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ation and corruption now so prevalent, will never give to men that
which can come only through Faith in the Crestive Principle, and
labor in hermony with thet Faith (James 2:20).

The true way to Life is shown by the lessons of the little
aphids, Hope for fallen humanity eppesrs in the fact that, by
supplying these crestures with more favoreble conditions, they
immediately respond to the law, pess thru a process of regenera-

iion, end duly regein their lost perfection end bisexual quaslit-
es.

Leading biologists have proven the correctness of our phil=-
osophy. They have shown thet the theory of Evolution is felse,
They have shown thet imperfect uni-sexuslity is the work of Dev-
olution. They heve demonstrated that the power and capacity of
asexual generstion are superior to the power snd capacity of sex-

ual genereation. They heve shown thet sexusl generastion grows out
of degeneration,

“"The discovery of an unsuspected analogy between two branch-
es of knowledge hes been the starting-point for & rapid course of
discovery," says Prof. Jevons (Chap. 148, p. 4). When the Law of
Anelogy comes to our aid, mystery and confusion quickly disappear.

Like the ephids, humanity, being subject to the seme univer-
sal law, lost its bisexuel quelities when it suffered degenera-
tion, as we have seen, With the loss of these bi-sexusl quali-
ties, Creative Thought became ineffective, and men was no longer
born of the Spirit, but of the flesh in carnal generation (John
3:5-7; Rom, 8:5-8). The now defective orgesnism, with its rudi-
mentaery end functionless orgens, lscked the capacity to respond
to the psychic influnece of Creative Thought, end, like the de-
generate ephids, human generestion beceme subject to the Law of
Saxu?lity, and humanity became subject to the Law of Death (Rom,
5:12).

The analogy in this instence is not a forced one, It is
perfect, legitimete, logical. We are surprised to think that
the secret could have so long escaped the searching eye of the
earnest workers,

In the case of the sphids, a change in conditions produced
a corresponding chenge in results. In the cese of humanity, had
there been no change from the original conditions, there could
have been no change from the original results, snd men today
would be born of the Sgirit as were Adam and Seth (Cen, 1:27; Gen.

5:3). This is & scientific fact explained by Dr. Walter, who
writes:

"Certainty is the product of unchanging law. Anything dons
is proof that it will always be done in the same me nner undsr the
same conditions, Variety of production comes secondarily from
the same csuse. Under the same conditions the same result is ob-
tained. Under change of conditions, it is evident thet there
must be a corresponding chenge of result, This is true whether
in chemistry, mechanics, or physiology" (Vitel Science, p. 204).

A careful, consistent, logical, and scientific examination
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of the subject shows that--

1., The mele is the inferior organism;

2. The mele is the product of sexusl generation;

3. Asexusl generation proceeded for ages before the male
eppeared;

L. The mele sppeared as @& result of degeneration of the
race;

5. Nature produced the male to ssve the race from extincti-
on,

This re-statement of the subject ocorrects the dlscord appear-
ing between the fourth snd fith factors enumereted in Chespter 217.
Wiggem end science show thet (4) the mele appeared es a result of
degenerative conditions, end then crested confusion by stating
that (5) Nature produced the mele, en allegedly superior organism,
"to secure greater varisty."

Biologists heve proven thet degenerstion produced the divisi-
on of the sexes as a principle of race selvetion, When the orig-
inal specles had degenerated to the extent that it could no longer
produce asexually, then within the ranks Eternalllntelligence de-
veloped the necessary "help-meets" (Gen. 2:18) to aid their kin

and kind in the function of generation, to save the rece from ex-
tinction,

Inter-Sexuality

Inter-Sexuality is & condition in which the person is neith-
er mele nor femasle, There ere multitudes of these ceses. In
fact, a condition of inter-sexuelity, both physically and psychi-
cally, appesrs more or less in every person, as we have seen and
shown., Dr. Shelton disagrees with this assertion. He declares:

"There are two sexes. They are complements of each other.
Bach 1s useless without the other..,,The sex organs of man and wo-
man are rigorously mede the one for the other, end there is
harmonicel, mechanical, and methematical accord between them,
They are cog-wheels thet 'bite'! one on the other with the same
exactitude thet is observed in the sex organs of the lower ani-
mals."

The facts in the case fall to support the dsclaraticns of
Shelton. H. H. Rubin, M. D., says:

"Tt is probable thet one hundred percent 'maleness' or 'fe-
maleness?! does not exist--for in every individusl there is some
leaven of the character of the opposite sgex" (Your Mysterious
Glands, P 59) .

That is a damepging statement against those who hold that
"there ere two sexes," and thet men end women ere distinct types,
whose "sex" orgens ere rigorously made the one for the other",

It eappears that there is one sex, one main trunk, with veriations
in some instances extending in the direction of meleness, and in
the direction of femaleness in other instsnces,

Otto Welninger, a German gegius, in his "Sex and Cheracter,"
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@ monument of erudition and encyclopsedic informetion, worked out
an sbsolute formula proving that & composite msle and femsle char-
acteristics, in varying proportions, exist in every individusl,
Furthermore, medlcal literature reports numerous cases in which
certein individuels, sfter & careful medical examination, were
pronounced female, whereas, the opposite condtion was later proven.

These records contein evidence to show, that sexusl differen=-
tistion is simply certein varistions of one main trunk, and not
due to the crestion of two distinct types. The evidence clesrly
shows thet sexusl variation end differentiation are the result of
certain degenerative changes, with many individwls representing,
in @ more or less degree, both sexes in one body.

The last assertion is supported by the research work of biol-
oglsts., They produce evidence to show that man is reslly a degen-
erste women., "The male is secondery to the femele," says Swiney
(p. 12). To be more specific, the mele is a melformed femsle,

with the ceuse of such malformation erising from the action of
Devolution.

This undeveloped, degenerate femsle is sterile, barren, un-
productive, It cannot create itself, nor prooreste itself. It
must depend for its existence end perpetustion upon the fertile,
functiona]l femele that unfortunately produced it. When she rises
out of her present degeneracy end regsins her lost power to re-
produce herself absolutely instead of reletively, she will then
give birth to no more degensrate, sterile, barren, unproductive

offspring, end the degenerated, d eformed organism thet we call
mele will disappear,

The dswn of that desy is sppeering. Leading bilologists sare
sensing its approach. Dr, David Causey, University of Arksnsss,
before the American Association for the sdvencement of Secience,
on Jenuary 1, 1936, et St. Louls, Mo., read s paper entitled,
"The Decadence of the Mesle in the Animal Kingdom," in which he
cited numerous facts to support his assertion, that "a twilight
is settling over mesculinity in the animel world, end that the
male of all species is slowly becoming extinct.” He adds:

"Sexual reproduction afpeara to be an afterthought of Ne=-
ture that she is slowly trying to forget. Some species alreedy
show evidence of swinging back to the time when life wes per-
petueted without the benefit of mssculline support,

"I wonder in those deys long shead, will your deughters and
my daughters some day point with amusement, in some great museum
of the future, to the besutifully preserved specimen of the last
man, standing elongside the grest suk and the dodo?"

This is not the observation of the "ignorant and superstiti-
ous ancients,” but of a modern biologist. Nor do we believe that
the "aencient myth" of the Virgin Birth constreined or influenced
Dr., Causey to mske these remerks, We do not believe that he was
influenced by the rumors of the Derk Ages that "the Devil and his
imps frequently cohabited with women, and thet children resulted
from such unions."
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Let us observe enother important feature. If the time
should be when parthenogenesis is the rule of propsgation, men
will be reduced to the stetus of "drones", declsres Shelton.
Worse than that will come o pass: It will mean the disappear-
ance of Man., Blood and Wer, unrighteousness and wiockedness, forn=-
ication end female slavery aGen. t2-5), will come to the final
end., There will be only & heppy, harmoniocus, homosexual group of
friendly, fruitful beings, in whom the quality of sexuel conscious=-
ness, by reason of non-use, will agein lepse into dormancy, and
the race will rise from its Edenic Fell. Then the quality called
love will have no more relation to the orgasns of generstion, then
it had in the case of Jesus and in others of that exslted class
(Chapters 163-4). This is the heaven described by the ancient
Masters (Rom, 14:17).

Under the lew of parthenogenesis there will be no sterile
men, no separation of the sexes, no differentistion of type. The
organism is then of the fruitful kind, having been regenerated
and resurrected from its previous sterile or semi-sterile state,
This fect of Neture 1s proven by the experiments of modern biol=-

oglsts. Dr. Gregory Pincus of Harverd proved it in the case of
rabbits,

At 8 recent Washington meeting of the American Society for
Experimental Biology, stetes the press of April 5, 1936, Dr, Pin-
cus presented a paper in which he disclosed his more recent work
in this mysterious field. He put the ovum of & female rabbit in
a selt solution, and, lo, the egg, when trensplented into a fe-
male rabbit, grew into an embryo. He found thet even the salt

solution could be discsrded. High temperoture (113 degree F.)
was sufficient,

In this work Pincus made another discovery that proves our
philosophy. He found that Asexual Reproduction in memmsls re-
sulted alweys in the production of femsles. He says, "Without
the sperm of the mele, human society would consist of females."

And so Dr. Causey 1s not exactly orazy in his assertion thet

a "twilight 1s settling over masculinity in the animal world, and
that the male of all species 1s slowly becoming extinct."™ He
says that there is evidence thet we are swinging back to the time
when life was perpetuated without the benefit of mesculins sup-

ort," He indicates thaet there was @ time in human history when
EEG Tmmaculete Conception end the Virgin Birth were the regulsr
order of humen generation (Is, 7:14), end that the race seven now
shows signs of swinging back to those former days, when the esarth
was free from sterile, barren, dorment, degenerate males, and
was inhabited only by fertile, productive orgenisms, like the
Adam thet lived 130 years and begat & son in his imege end like-
ness (Gen. 5:3).

Thisg declaration by Dr. Causey confirms our statement to the
effect, thet it is impossible for the Creative Principle to pro-
duce & sterile orgenism, snd that the condition of sterility in

an orgenism eppears as the result of degenerative changes (Chap.
227) .

Unbiased investigation will show that there is much more
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science then non-sense and superstition in certein perts of the
Bible. This remsrk does not mean that theology correctly inter-
prets the esoteric teaching of the Bible, nor that the Bible con-
tains nothing that is absurd end ridiculous., But to be free from
prejudice, we must give oredit where credit is due. When modern
science makes discoveries snd presents evidence that confirm cer-
tein things contsined in the Bible, we should be brosd-minded
enough to sdmit that the sncients were not so dumb and supersti-
tious es modern science procleims.

The Adam described in Chepter five of Genesis appears to be
neither mele nor femele, but wes both in one superior organism,
and generated under the Lew of Agamogenesis and the f urther Law
of Arrehenotokous Reproduction, meking the offspring the automor-

phic counterpart of the parent, as stated by the anocient soient-
ists.

This opinion is supported by encient legends, end Dr, Csusey
appears satisfied that these legends are based upon scientific
principles in Nature as yet unknown to modern science, which er-
rogently sets aside the Lew of Crestion, s nd produces living crea=-
tures by the unsound end unscientific process of Evolution.

How can we question the correctness of this philosophy when
we see femeles degenerating into males right before our eyes?
Medical literature cites numerous instances of this amezing phen=
omenon. Students in meny lends heave sent Clements newspeper clip=-
pings of accounts of cases of such transformetion, Some of these
have been mentioned. (Chap. 153)

- On Maerch 30, 1936, the press contained the picture of & girl
who chenged to a boy, and under the pioture stated:

"At 18, this Turkish girl, Ines Mitreni, wes a student st the
Itaelien Girls' College in Turkey. That was two weeks ago. Today

'she' is a boy, Nesim Mitreni. Dr. Avni Mustafa Aksel msde the
trensformetion in Istanbul,”

On December 28, 1935, the leading papers of the world report-
ed & oase in whioch & "girl sthlete changed sex snd becomes a man."
One of these reports resds:

"Prague, Czechoslovakia, Dec, 28.--Zdenka Koubkova, 24, who
won athletic feme as & girl, has haed her sex changed snd now is
woking as & man, the Prager Abend Zeitung seid today:

The change of sex, the press states, was due to a slight
surglcal cperstion, but failed to give the nature end detalls of
it. If modern men end women were not the degenerate descendants
of a common, bisexual encestor, na miner nor major surgical oper-
ation conuld change a woren into a man,

Accounts of this girl sthlete changing into a men recall sa
gimilar cese thet occurred in Cineinneti, sccording to Dr. Ray-
mond Hilsinger, deputy county coroner, as reported in the Cincin-
natl Post of December 30, 1935, which says:

"The Cincinnatl csse was that of a young woman who, as she
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reached adolescence, developed masculine charecteristics. She
underwent an operstion, beceme a men, married, snd was the father
of six children...

"Iin the Cincinnasti cese, 83 in similar csses, Dr., Hilsinger
stated, the 'girl' was born with dual cherscteristics (of creation
like Adem--Clements), During youth, the less dominant trasits of
the feminine sex rule, he said. As adolescence approaches, dor=-
mant masculine traits appear. A surgical operation brings the
new personality to the fore, leaving the old inactive."

"There 1s no men thet 1s 211 men, nor is there & woman who
is 8ll woman,” declsres Dr., Emil Novek, prominent biologist of
the Gynecological Department, Johns Hopkins Medicel School.

Dr. Novek mede that statement on June 14, 1935, in e paper
read before the Section on Pathology snd Physiology st the 86th
annual convention of the American Mediocal Associstion, Atlantic
City, N. J. Clements has been able to procure & copy of this pa-
per, a printed booklet of 20 peges, in which Novak says:

"There is no more interesting biologicsl or clinical problem
then that of intersexuslity. What, es @ matter of fact, does one
mean by sex? Biologists enswer that there is no such biologic
entity and thest the concept of sex is confused with that of the
sexes. The letter term, egein, merely indicates our concept of
what constitutes maleness on the one hand end femesleness on the
other, and opinions ere quite apt to very on this point.

"To begin with the absurd, a visitor to earth from some sex-
less planet might soon deduce that the meles of our population
are those wearing trousers and the femsles those weering skirts.
But the trousered Merlene Dietrich on the one hand and the kilted
Scotch Highlander on the other would later convince him of the
fallacy of such generslizetion.,

"Such sex sttributes es hair distribution, character of
volce and body contour are certainly unreliesble criteris, for
many females of the 'virego' type exhibit extensive hairy over-
growth, possess deep voices and show the large frame, flat
breasts and angular body contour commonly associated with the
mele, Conversely, one sees the effeminate !'pensy' type of man,

with 1ittle or no beerd, & rounded figure, large fat breasts, and
a soft, high-pitched voice...

"The external genitalia are not safe criteria in the distino-
tion between the sexes, for typically female externsl organs have
been found in individuals in whom the gonads, and perhaps the
only gonads, were testes., Furthermore, in some intersexual con-
ditions it is difficult to determine whether the externsl geni-
talia are primarily of mele or of female type."

These statements being based on facts of cbservation and ex-
perience, Shelton is either ignorant of these things or was in-
fluenced by blind predjudice when he ststed that:

“"There are two sexes. They are camplements of esch other...
The sex organs of man end woman %re rigorously made the one for
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the other, end there is hermonical, mecheniocel, methematicel sc-
cord between them."

Shelton esnd other seientists seem to be ruled by the same
prejudice displeyed by Paul. He werned his sudience in advance
that he was "determined not to know anything among you, save Jesus
Christ, end him crucified™ (1 Cor, 2:2). MNodern science is de-

termined not to know anything smong us, save two sexes thet ars
complements of sach other,

Like Peul, the mind of science is closed, It is not seeking
truth, It suppresses every fact thet feils to support its asser-
tions. Peul ssid: '"being crafty, I csught you with guile" (2

Cor. 12:16). So with similar oraftiness science beguiles ths
credulous masses,

Science enters the field of sexology with 1ts belief slreedy
formed and fixed, like Paul., His only desire was to sustein his
belief, even tho he must resort to gulle. And so sclence winks
et facts and law, and works diligently to twist its findings to
support its assertions sand suppress truth, But the evidencs of

primordial Bisexuslism is too positive and conclusive for science
to silence the sssertions of the thinkers.

Reverting to Novsk's peper:

"Even the character of the gonads, on which the decision of
actual sex has been commonly based in doubtful ceses, 1s an in-
correct criterion, es the biologic studies of recent yesrs have
shown. It is reelly this consideretion, more than eny other, thst
has served as the incentive for the preparetion of this peper.

The usual clessification of hermephrodites and pseudo-hermephrod=-
ites, that originslly suggested by Klebs, is based on the concept
of gonadal characters, and, if recent studies of sex determine-
tion and sex differentistion are to be accepted, this classifica-
tion is incorrect and should be abandoned.

"It is my purpose in this paper to review, at least sketch-
ily, some of the newer biologic points of view concerning the gen-
erasl question of sex, more particulsrly as they besr on clinical
problems in the same field. Biolegic knowledge in this field is
8till lamentsbly incomplete, end the study of this question in-
volves methods of approach which those of us who are primarily
cliniciens do not find it easy to gresp. And yet certain general
truths seem to be crystalizing out fairly sharply, snd familierity
with these should be of grest practicel interest and velus to
the clinicien,"

Dr. Alexis Carrel states that "the science of man™ has not
yet been written (Man, the Unknown, p. 42). Dr. Novak asserts
that biologic knowledge in this field of sex "is still lementably
incomplete." Then by what suthority 4o writers presume to declare
that imperfect unisexuslity 1s the normel stete of humanity, or
that Bisexuality is "an absurd proposition™ to which "no scientist
can give credence”--Wall, Sex Worship, p. 59.

Scientists are only men. ILike other men, they are saturat-
ed with the prejudices of their environment and of their epoch.
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They willingly belisve that facts whioh cannot be explained by
current theories, do not exist., They quickly suppress evident
facts that have an unorthodox appesrance. By resson of these
difficulties, the inventory of the things that could lead us to
@ better understanding of humenity, has been left incomplete
(Cerrel, p. 40).

Darwin, Huxley, Causey, Novek, and others have presented evi-
dence thet will solve the problem of humen development if properly
considered. In the case at hand, Novak offers surprising inform-
ation on the question of sex. Hia peper contains the sccount of
a girl 19 years old, considered in eerly 1life as a normel femsle.
As she developed, her instincts had been typically feminine. She
had well-marked libido towerd meles, end had "frequently noted
turgidity of the clitoris," ©She hed @ strongly developed maternal
instinct. But when menstruaetion falled to occur, and mesculine
qualities ocommenced to appear, he was consulted.

An examinstion of the externel geniteslia disclosed no marked
irregularities, except an enlerged clitoris. The vulva was well
developed, with 8 smell veginel orifice, protected by an intact
annular hymen.

Rectal examination showed en epparently complete absence

of the uterus, slthough two ovsl bodies, evidently the ovaries,
could be palpeted et the usual site.

An operetion wes performed, disclosing an unusual picture
in the pelvis, There was & complete absence of the uterus and
tubes. In the brosd-ligament-structure, at the ususl site of the
overies, were found two glands "which grossly sugeested testes
rather then ovaries, Curled over each gonsd was a structure that
grossly suggested an epididymis." (p. 5),

Here is the case of & person who, to all sppearances, is a
women, but having testes instesd of overles. ©Shall we diamlss
such strange incldents as "fresks" in Nature? as conditions in=-
expliceble? To do so is unscientific, Yet the world of sclence
merely regards them es monstrosities thet cannot be accounted for,
and asserts that there sre "two sexes,"

In the case at hand, the gonasds were removed by an operation,
and so was the hypertrophied clitoris, Following this, the ex-
ternel feminine quelities immedistely began to essert themselves,
with a corresponding retrogression of the masculine,

In other words, men end women ere msde to order while you
wait, by a simple surgical operation. "There are two sexes," say
science and Shelton, But it is the work of msn, not of God or
Nature, that produced the present divided condition of humanity.,
To produce "two sexes" it 1s necesgsary for surgeons to work the
body over and resort to operestions end thus change the formation
of Creation. The "two sexes" are not masde by God or Nature.

They are @ myth of modern science,

Medicasl records teem with sccounts of persons who were nei-
ther male nor female, being made the one or the other by surglcal
operetions, somewhat similer to the case at hand, No one knows
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how long this has been going on. The further bsock we search, the
more frequently we find accounts of it.

‘ihen we observe thet persons must be worked over to make
them either male or female, it discredits the essertion of sciencs

thet man and woman sare two positive and distinct types, snd that
there ere "two sexes,"

This ertificially msde woman, some time later, in & letter
to the surgeon, wrote:

"Bvery normal desire that a women ever had is doubly strong
in me now, Neturelly, the fact that I can never have my own chil-

dreni%s probably the most poignent and greestest disappointment of
my life."

In his comment on this case, Novak observes:

"Every zygote is bisexuel, though the characters of one sex
dominate and those of the other are submerged. This bisexusl po-
tency is carried through 1life, snd its results esre illustrated in
the occurrence of orgens snd tissues which are exasctly homologous
in the two sexes. TFor exemple, every women has a potentiel testis
in the rete ovarii; every men has 8 potentisl uterus (the uterus
masculinus in the floor of the prostatic urethra); the woman has
a vas deferens (Gartner's duct) and so on" (p. 12).

If every womsn has a potential testis in the rete ovarii, the
development of this potential or rudimentary testis would result
in 8 condition of Bisexualism, & nd reproduciton would occur under
the Iaw of Parthenogenesis. The solution of the problem lies in
a discovery of the cause that prevents the development of this
rudimentary organ.

Leading biologists assert that the initiel cause for the
failure of proper development of any orgen of the body is pri-
merily the work of degeneration, and thet these queer cases of
Intersexuality represent reversionery ettempts of the forces of
the orgenism to revive and restore the original perfect forms.

By adoptinpg this view of the matter, we find an answer immediate~-
ly to many otherwise mysterious problems that eppear in the pres-
ent physical and psychical condition of the race,

Women Appears First

We have said that modern religion is exclusively masculine
(Chap., 203). In men-made religious philosophies and theoretical
dissertations, the mesculine principle end the mele orgenism sre
primary in the cosmic scheme. The feminine priciple and the fem-
inine organism are secondary. But Naturel Lew, at all points,
reveals the fact "thet originally and normelly all things center,
as it were, sbout the female., In & word, "life hegins as femsle"
(Weard, p. 313). Frances Swiney says:

"Life is feminine. On the physical plane the first living
organism was a mother-organism, the first orgenic substance wss
mother substance, the first standerd of form wes the mother-form,
and the one purpose throughout creation 1s to bring, relatively,
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all units approximately to the full development of the potentlal-
ities thet crestive life possesses; to evolve the highest expres-
gion of the forces of Life through the crestive powers and the
trensmissive functions of the female" (Womsn & Naturel Law, D.
10).

Clement Wood endorsed the sbove & ssertions:

"The Female Sex is Primary, the Male Secondary, in Life--
Originally snd normally all life centers about the femele. The
male, not necessery in the scheme of life, was developed under
the operation of the principle of edvantage, to secure orgaenic
progress through the crossing of streins. This expleanation, steg-
gering under the ponderous title of the Gynaeconcentric or women-
centered theory 1s the most impressive contribution to the thought
of the world of Prof. lester F. Ward, the grest sociologist who
taught so long et Brown University" zEvolution of Sex, p. 8).

"The femele sex, which existed from the beginning, continues
unchenged; the mele sex, which did not exist at the beginning,
makes its appeerance et a certain stage, has a certain history
and development, but never becomes universel. There are probably
many more living beings without it (the msle--Clements) than with
it (the mmle--~Clements), even in the present life of the globe.

"The femsle is the grimary and the originel sex, snd contin-
ues throughout as the mein trunk. The male element was added
efterwards for purposes of variation” (Evolution of Sex, p. 19).

Swiney again remerks:

"The fersle organism is the one on which Neture has bestowed
the most care, prevision, end attention. This is only logical
when it 1s considered thet orgenized forms begin their existence
in the elementery womb of the sllmother--the center of nutrition,
of conservaetion, snd of self-reproduction. Life is feminine,
formetive, end orgenic forms begin with the single mother-cell."

"Modern science asserts thet in the mysterious evolution of
sex, the male element was first non-existent; and on its initiel
appearance was primerily an excresence & superfluity, a waste
product, discherged or expelled by the formstive femsle or mothsr
orgenism, and, unless reunited to the parent, perishes" (p. 19).

Geddes and Thomson write:

"At the very threshold of sex difference, we find that a
little active cell or spore, unable to develop of itself, unites

i? fat}gue with a larger, more guiescent individusl™ (Evolution
of Sex).,

Prof. Bjerregaard ohserves:
"All facts point to the Feminine as the primery and funda-
mental basis of orgenic existence, Modern biological studies

?av? @lso shown that the masculine is secondary" (Eternal Femin-
ne).
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Prof, Drummond endorses this view:

"Life is exslted in proportion to its orgenic esnd functional
complexity. Woman's organism is more complex, end her totality
of function lerger then those of any other cresture inhabiting
our earth. Therefore her position in the scale of 1ife is the
most exalted, the sovereign one.™"

Not only do modern scientists admit thet women eppeared on
earth many ages before man, but they sdmit thet woman is "the

mein trunk," a more substantiel type, a higher order of being.
Wm. J. Dielding writes:

"Woman is the Ftermal Primitive. Women is closer to pri-
mordial neture, and is therefore more primitive than man" (p. 6).
"Joman is more in harmony with nature then men" p. 47).

"The superstition of & 'higher feminine nature', in some
mysterious wey implying & fundamentally different type of being,
is so widespread as to be quite universal®" (Women--The Eternal
Primitive, p. 11).

Overwhelming evidence compels modern science to edmit that-=-

1, Life is feminine (creative, constructive);
2, The femsle 1s primesry; the mesle is secondary;
3. The femele is the main trunk of the race;
s 4. The female produced the mele by parthenogzenetic genera-
on;
5. The female is superior to the male;
6. The female is closer to Nature then the male;
7. The female is more in harmony with Nature than the mele.

The "superstition of e higher fiminine nature” is well
founded, es we have seen. When the facts ere known, this univer-
sgl "superstition" is not so suyperstitious and stupid as it may
appesr ton modern science, Every unpre judiced investigation dis-
closes the fact thet women is of a higher order than man,

Why should this not be so? In the book of Nature, from the
lowest to the highest orgenism, the whole work of creation and
propagation rests upon the fertile femsle, She fills a higher
function then the male. It is only logical that she should be of
a higher order than the msle. It is only reesoneble that Nature
hes devoted the greatest solicitude to the femsle,

Woman is of a higher arder than man because of the fact that
men is the product of degenerative influences that affected his
Virgin Mother. MNen is merely a degenerete woman, His existence
is due to & condition of degenerstion. Under adverse influences
the formetive femsle suffered certain degeneration, and man came
into being as the result of sdverse influences that affected hsr
godly progenitor.

Conditions of degeneration suffered by the parent, are trans-
mitted to the offspring in en augmented degree (Darwin). Such
affected offspring fails to devlop normelly. In this cese, the
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affected offspring failed to develop in a functionel degree, the
bisexual qualities of creation. The offsrping developed into an
infra-normal, semi-sterile creature, possessing in en strophied
and rudimentary state the fruitful orgens of its sncestry. This
creature is present men, as sdmitted by Darwin when he seid:

"There is a perallel resemblance in the sexes that proves
and shows their conformity in essentisl parts to some remote an-
cester or progenitor, which preceded them before division of the
sexes" (Criginel of Species,™ p. 211; this course, Chap. 147).

"ihen any devistion of structure or censtitution is common
to the perent, it is also transmitted in sugmented degree to the
off spring; hence we may feel sure of the theory of descent with
modification" (Origin of Species, p. 102; this course, Chap., 148).

There is the conclusion of science that explains the separe-
tion of the sexes. The condition of degenerstion produced an ab-
nnormal, unbalanced condition in the body. The Dusl qualities of
creation did not developevenly and harmoniously. The positive
(male) qualities of the organism continued to develop, but the
receptive (femsle) quslitles withered and atrophied. The sex hor=-
mone excreted by the positive glands promoted the development of
these glenduler quelities, But the sex horrmone excreted by the
receptive glands was defiocient, as the glands were deficient, and
the receptive (femsle) qualities wasted and withered, because of
their not being furnished with sufficient nourishment. The un-
balanced sexusl deficiency continued the atrophy of the receptive
qualities, until there finally ceme & time when the receptive
qualitlies appeered as latent, dorment, rudimentery tresces of that
perfect condition which once had been.

"This trensformation," seys Wiggam, Wood & nd modern science,
'was accomplished only by slow stages throughout long eons of
time." Very true, but the lew of this mervelous end mysterious
transformation, which so completely confuses modern science, is
clearly revealed by and in the sexusl chenges suffered by lower
organisms, when they ere subjected to unfavorable influences.

Under the Law of Devolution, the mele appears, long ages
after the femsle. In this finding of science is revealed th e
truth of the encient legends and traditions of the Virgin Mother.
The male appeers after women hed been on earth for many ages, and
he appears as the product of degenerstive influences. So asserts
modern science. But it commits the error of making men superior
to his Virgin Mother under the "drive celled Evolution," which
1s elways "upwerd into new, more complex znd higher forms."

Research workers in the field of heslth sgree thet humanity
1s in & decadent state. Dr. Alexis Carrel seys that present hu-
menity 1s degenersting, and sdds that "the groups end the nations
in whiech industriel civilization hes attained its highest devel-

opment, ere precisely those which are becoming weaker" (Men,
the Unknown, p., 28).

Diseased and dgenerate creatures sre not progressing "upward
into new, more complex and higher forms." They are devoluting,
going down, like disemsed fruit trees, The race is generally dis-
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eased. It hes been so for thousands of years. Hence it has been
devoluting for thousands of years.

Under the Law of Devolution, the weakening formetive females
were slowly but surely transformed ihto semisterile meles. These
meles still possess, unto this day, the indelible evidnece of
their descent, under the Law of Modification, from their remote

Virgin Mothers, as Darwin, Huxley, and other leading scientists
have shown.

This is the first logicel and consistent explenation of fered
in modern times of the "unsolved mystery" of the reasson why "Moth-
er Nature ever took a husband." This explanstion is supported by
the findings of science, and it is in harmony with the established
facts of Nature and the known laws of the Universe. It is ignored
by science becsuse it disegrees with the theory of Evolution,

The Degenerate Woman

A thorough study of humenity is indispensable. The emptiness
of scientific date arises from the fact that scientists hsve never

apprehended Humanity in its entirety with sufficiently penetrating
effort,

To lean something of llan in past esges requires that we must
do more than consider the aspect of him at a2 certain period of his
history, in certein conditions of his existence, To know him, we
must grasp him in ell his stages of development end in all his
activities, those thet sre ordinsrily appsrent as well as those
thet rerme in potentisl. Such information ¢an be hsd only by look-
ing carefully not only in the present, but in the past, for zll
the menifeststions of his crganic snd mental powers. Also by an
examinetion, both anslytic and synthetic, of his constitution and

of his physical, chemical, and mentsl relations with his environ-
ment.

There is no privileged territory, In the constitution and
the construction of the human orgenism everything has a meening.
We cannot reach our gosl by choosing only those parts that please
us, asccording to the dictates of fenocy, ocur imagination, the
sclentific end philosophic form of our mind. Because a subject
is difficult and obscure, it must not be neglected. Derwin, Hux-
ley and Wellsce, whose dlscoveries cennot be described in algebr-
aic formulas, were as great scientists es Galileo, Newton, and
Tinstein., Their discoveries should be as faithfully considered.

Darwin, Huxley and other scientists have shown, that the ru-
dimentary orgens in man indicate thet Bisexuality "wass the primi-
tive, first, or esrliest condition of the sexusl apparatus or re=-
productive orgens; end that unisexuality is but the result of
partisl sbortion of the other sex," In other words, men is mere-
ly an unbalenced organism by reeson of the fact that the mele ele-
ment is hypertrophied while the female element is atrophied.

This view seems to offer 8 reassonable cause as to the devel-
opment of two imperfect unisexusl orgesnisms from a prior conditi-
on of Bisexusliam,
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Modern man and woren are both degenerates. But the fact
that women is still fruitful while men is sterile, is conclusive
evidence of greater degeneration in the male organism, Were it
not for women's productive cepscity, the race would end with the
end of the present generation.

The capacity of creation is lost in orgasnisms most seriously
deteriorated. 1Man is degenerated to such extent that his organs
of fecundity sre strophied snd functionless. His memmary glands,
as we heve seen, may occasionally develop to an sctive stage; but
his fructiferous glasnds sre unable to engender the child that he
might be able to suckle st his breast (Chap. 152). The total ex=-
tent of his fruotiferous capacity is thet of the very minor eid
which he can render woran in the funotion of fertilizetion. Take
from him this monor funoction, and he becomes a useless figure.

The sexes do not form two distinctive groups. They shade
greduelly into each other, both psychically end physicelly, like
daylight to darkness, with the hetsro-sexuesl womasn at one extreme,
and the hetero-sexusl men at the other (Chap. 163). But it is
absurd to assert thest this development of man arose as "a mere
af ter-thought of Nature,” who spparently forgets to complete her
work, like a thoughtless child. The only logical oconclusion to
be derived from the facts presented is, that men is & degenerate

woman, for (1) women appeared first, end (2) men evolved from wo=-
men under the Law of Devolution,

We assert, and we believe, thet the Supreme Principle of
Crestion not only is, but thet it is & self-generating Unit (Chap.
219). Therefore, the first forms engendered by the Creative Prin-
ciple would necessarily and lawfully be self-genersting Units,

For under the Lew of Heredity, it would be impossible for the

Creative Prinoiple to produce a berren, sterile organism, Nor
was a sterile orgenism ever produced until that condition was

caused by the work of cegenerstion (Chapters 222, 229).

It is the dream of a8 dunce to suggest thet God made Man, the
sterile creature we know him to be, and then, seeing His mistake
hed said "it is not good that men should be slone," and proeeeda&
to "meke him 8 help-meet" (Gen. 2:18, 21-23), so that these two
halves of a productive unit might cooperate, cohabit and copulste
?ith eaoh)other in order to perform the process of reproduction

Gen. 4:1).

The seme law that rules the Supreme Principle of Creation,
reaches down snd governs every living orgenism. Under the Law
of Heredity, womsn, @ normel, fruitful femele, cannot prcduce
nor reproduce any type other then her kind., Under the law of like
begets like, woman, who has reproduced all humanity and still
produces g1l humanity, could not, cannot, give birth to s dis-
tinct type, & sterile cresture, such &8s men seems to be,

"Life begins with the female (fruitful) organism, snd is
carried on for e long distance by means of the femasle alone™
(Ward, p. 313). "Here we come face to face with & long-forgotten
truth," says Swiney, who adds, "The first msle, the first son of
the mother, was ever virgin born" (p. 11).
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Man hes slways been born of women. She is still his mother,
and he is still her son, Under the Law of Heredity he beers in
his body, and will slways bear in his body, certasin esnatomicel
marks and certein psychical mainifestations es evidence ta prove
that he is born of woman,

Because of the newness of the thought presented, it may be
difficult for the student to grasp the deep significance of these
statements. But as & matter of fact and of law, we behold, no
doubt with some surprise, that the mele is only & secondary fe-

ma}g, a8 degenerate,sterile, barren, unproductive femsle (Swiney
writes:

"If the female sex is the reproductive, the fertile, sex,
the msle the fertilizer, is slso femsle, but & differentiated, in-
complete femsle orgenism, undevelope n the distinctive oreative
orgens end functions of the femele. Thus there is only one sex,
the female" (Mystery of the Circle, p. 28).

Wiesmenn, in "The Germ Plasm," recognizes the basic unity of
the sex by the implied deduction thet the mele is but a disinte-
grated part of the female; while Werd points out the obvious fact,
that the mother forms the son, the male in most organisms gradu-
ally assuming more importance end ultimately approaching the size
and genersl nature of the femsle.

Due elone to the fect that women has been asbused, enslaved,
end treated as an inferior or for so meny sges, Prof. Werd as-
serted:

"The idea thet the femsle 1s naturslly and reslly the super-
ior sex seems incredible, snd only the most liberal and emsncipat-
ed ninds, possessed of a lerge store of biological informaticn,
are capable of realizing it",,.

"That which might neturelly surprise the philosophical ob=-
server is not that the femele is usually superior to the Male,
but that the mele should heve advenced at all beyond its primal
estate as sither a fertilizing orgen attached to the femsls, or,
at most, a minute organism deteched from her but devoted exclus-
ively to the seme purpose. In other words, while femele superior-
ity 1s e perfectly netursl condition, mele development requires
explanation" (Pure Sociology).

The process of crestion operetes according to fixed law, But
when the process is obstructed by eny ceuse, its work will be
fsulty, and the orgsnism will faill to produce its kind absolutely.
The resemblance will be relative only, and the offspring appesrs
88 a new type.

The product of feulty function should be what we would reas-
onasbly expect. It would be an eébnormel, deformed, melformed crea-
ture, possessing the femele elements in & rudimentary steste, while
the male elements would appesr in @ hypertrophied state, This
would be a decline of the fruitful orgens in the direction of
barrenness, & positive indicetion of degenerstion,

In conditions of decay, the higher, formative, productive
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qualities suffer first end most, Fruitful methers are healthy
mothers. Diseassed women are barren or partially so, depending
upon the degree of their decedence, Their sterility is the surest
sign of their degeneracy. Their creative orgens ere strophied

and consume less nourishment. The law of balence maintains the
equilibrium of the organism by diverting to the mele elements the
nutrition not needed nor used by the atrophied female elements.
For his reason we find maleness sppesring in women ag they advance
in sge and their formetive orgsns etrophy (Chap. 224).

This briefly describes why present men and women appear &s
the two unbalanced and undeveloped hazlves of a former bslanced,
developed, self-generating Unit, In the course of time all knowl-
edge of the previous condition of Bisexuslism would be lost and
forgotten, and the unbalenced orgsnisms, called mele and female,

would become a racisl characteristic, and be regerded as normal
structures.

This statement agrees with the Law of Modificstion, "that
when any deviation of structure or constitution appears in the
parent, as the result of degenerative influences or other causes,
it is transmitted to the of fspring in an augnented degree™ (Dar-
win). Under this law, a time would eventually come when the mod-
ified creature would assume such a marked varietion from the orig-
inal type, that it would be considered 8 ™"new veriety,™ as Darwin
seays. But under the Law of Heredity, this mecdified creature,
which we now cell man, could be nothing more nor less than a wo-
men, presenting surpernormal mele qualities end infranormal female
qualities. To be more esxact, this modified creature would be
nothing more nor less then a degenerate woman.

Under the Law of Atavism, there would be occasional returns
toward the more originsl type through pertly modified descendents,
such, for instence, as those queer oreatures caslled Hermephrodits
(Chan. 153), who are such & mystery to science but not to the
student of Nature. In these peculiar persons we behold physical
evidence of the efforts of the Crestive Principle's sttempt to re-
vive, restore, and resurrect that which has been.

Ltavistical reversion may reach back to the very beginning
of humsnity, and some qualities of the first Grest Mother may ap-
pear in the child of today. It is snother law of Nsture that
Hermaphrodites could never be, hed not the original type of hu=-
manity possessed in one supreme body the duel elements of Crea-
tion. Nothing can be thet never wses, and anything that has been
can never entirely disappear. (Chep. 152).

In sttempting to account for the & ppearance of man, Clement
Wood observes:

"The adult male represents s reversion to an inferior early
type, which in man mesns & more besstial type" (Evolution of Sex,
P« 9).

Wood, consistent with the theory of Evolution, has exactly
reversed the order of development, and indirectly admits it by
asserting "thet long after the femele hed been the rece itself,
the male developed" (1bid.).
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The Evolutionist must constantly contradict himself to sup-
port his theory. He fails to sccount for the appearance of woman,
but asserts that she came first, end that man descended from wo-
man by the process of the Immaculate Concepticn and the Virgin
Birth. Then Wood seys that men "represents s reversion to sh in-

ferior early type, a more beastisl type." ouch as the epe, for
Tnstence, from which men &scended, We & ssume.

How can this opinion be true, if womsn s ppesred on earth
first, and man descended from her? If men descended from women,
as science asserts, he did not ascend from an ape. If man is an
inferior type, as compared to womsn, the inferiority arises from
degeneration, eand not from reversion,

When man reverts toward the type of his encestry, he does
not pecome an epe, He develops his dorment and rudimentary female
qualities, and becomes an Hermaphrodite. This is Atavistical Re=-
version. This fact of observation is more proof of the correct-
ness of our philosophy of Devolution, and more proof of the erron-
eousness of the theory of Evolution.

Equelly as impprtent, this fact of observation shows that to
reach the Higher Life, men must first rise above the Law of Sex-
uelity. He must revert to a woman, and then revert to & god by
the development of the Dual Elements of Crestion.

"This is Regeneration, end this is the only Plen of Sslvati-
on," says Dr. Raleigh (p. 109). These are the stages through
which man hes passed in his descent; and these are the stages
through which he must pess in his sscent, Only by reversing the
process can man ascend to the Higher Life from which he has fallen
under the force of the Law of Devolution.

Our doctrine 1s the Lesser from the Greater, the Lower from
the Higher; men from woman, and women from a god., If present man
represents en improved ape, why has he stopped short in his as-
cending progress? If men ceme up from nothing, then he has with=-
in himself the power to develop into the Infinite by virtue of
the force of Evolution.

We hold that if man hes ever improved in the slightest degree
from his originel starting point, then,as we have said, every
relation of Cause end Effect must feil, end not only Science but
the humen mind be proved incompetent to form any conclusion.

Man a Degenerate Woman

Since modern thought has lncreasingly encouraged our doubts
in the objectivity of knowledge, it would not be amiss to approa-
ch with great caustion every problem of Living Existence. The
one-sided view expressed by modern science as to the development
of humanity, leads to such a8 vast amount of oconfusion, that a new
theory offered on the subject, if considered without pre judice,
may meke it necessary to re-write the history of humanity.

Science states thet ""the femsle is the primery end the orig-
inal sex," and thet "the first mele, the first son of the (virgin)
mother, was ever virgin-born." "The female is the fertile sex,
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and whatever is fertile is looked upon ss female" (Ward). At
this point Swiney says:

"In the second stage of reproduction, the female produces a
fertilizer. Instead of endless daughters, she forms an orgsnism
that is unlike herself, but made by herself, of herself, to meet
a certain end. It has no power, like the daughter, to reproducs

of itself, but yet the mother, the fertile sex, destines it to be
a fertilizer (p. 27).

"If the femasle sex is the reproducing, the fertile sex, the
male (genersted in her body), the fertilizer, is slso female, but
a differentiated, incomplete femesle orgenism, undeveloped in the
distinctive creative orgens end functions of the femals,

"Thus there is only one sex, the feomale--gsex differentiation
being a transitory phase of exlstence to sttain certain ends in
the variation of type and species, The mele, the immature, (the
degenerate organism--Clements) is produced by the female, of the
female, from the femsle, for the female alone" (Mystery of the
Circle and the Crose, p. 28).

In the primery state of reproduction, when the orgenism is
perfect, the function of generation is performed by one supreme
Unit, in which the dual elsments of creation appear in a function-
al degree. In this stage the offspring is produced by the per=-
fect process of parthenogenesis,

As ages come and go, 8 course of degeneration adverssly af-
fected the Unit. The perfect orgenism is weskened; it must have
aid or the race will end. Eternal Intelligence is equal to the
occasion., It develops "help-meets," as we have said, to sssist
their kin and kind to perpetuste the race (Chap, 223{. The
"help-meets" appeer as "immeture organisms," saeys Swiney, and th-
eir function is that of fertilization.

Here appears the "second stage or reproduction" (Swiney).
The function is now performed by two imperfect uni-sexusl halves,
They must co-operate, co-ordinate and copulate with each other in
order to perform the creative work that was previously performed
by a more perfect and powerful Unit. (Chap. 222). The two halves

represent the positive end the receptive elements of creetion that
were present in the originel Unit.

It is shown by all the faots bearing upon the subject, that
in this stege of existence, the "fertilizer"™ wes originelly, and
still is, produced "by the female, of the femmle, from the
female," and that "the fertilizer is slso femsle, but a differen-
tiated, incomplete femele organism, undeveloped in the distinctive
creative organs end functions of the (true) femele" (Swiney).

In very early times the male much resembled the femele in
sppearance. Many scholars have observed this, and Buzzacott says:

"The ancient Egyptian kings had pronounced feminine features,
corroborating the fact that bisexuality exlsted to a large extent
et some remote period of mwre-human existence, True, such is an
abnormal happening today; but tggsevidence is irrefutable thst,
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at the beginning of humen history, it wes s normal event, indiocst-
ing that evolution from the bisexual to the partisl and separete

state was graduslly developed, evolved and acquired® (Mystery of
the Sexes, p. 173).

Modern science declares thet the fertile female is not only
the primel end originel sex, but ocontinues throughout the humen
existence as the mein trunk of the race. This being a fact, the
conclusion is that any veristion from the "main trunk" must be
considered as condtions of ebnormelity end melformation. Out of
these condtions ceme forth the proud creasture celled Maen, meking
him @ direct product of degenerstion arising from an unfavorable
environment and evil habits, Therefore Men is en incomplete, un-
developed, degenerate female,

According to law, Like begets Like., The bisexual orgenisnm,
under favorable conditions, produces its kind, The first imper=-
fect, positive, male cell, end the first "mele" organism, as san
entity separated from its bisexual ancestor, was en initial fail-
ure on the part of such sncestor to reproduce its kind. Some
scholars hold that this "was due to a chemicsal deficiency in the
metabolism or the physique" of the ancestor.

In "The Evolution of Sex," by Geddes snd Thomson, and in
"The Determination of Sex, by Prof., Lenhossek of Budapest, this
fact is insisted upon with constant reiteration end demonstration,

Biology has shown that the female is superior to the male.
It hes shown that the somatic cells of the fem2le contain more
chromosomes then those of the male, The nuclear lines of proto-
plasm that cerry the hereditary end the individualistic quelities
of the unit, are more numerous in the complex orgsnism of the fe-
male than in the more undeveloped orgenism of the mele, In some
species the mesle-cell hss ten chromosomes, vwhile the female has
twelve; in another, the femasle-cell has 38, while the male has
only 35. Due to this esnatomical fact, Professors Hurst and Cas-
tle, of the Mendel school of biologists, observe:

"Femaleness is due to the presence of & chromosome ebsent
in the mele...We may, therefore, regerd the female as of more com=-
plex organization than the mele. And, in that sense, the femsale
may be said to be physiologlcally the superior sex. We may thus
further conceive that sither the female is an extra-developed
male, and has arisen by the eddition of a new factor to meleness,
or perhaps more probably, that the mele has arisen as & defective
vari?tion from the femele" (Mendelism & Sex, Mendel Jour,, October
1909).

Commenting on this phase of the maetter, Swiney remarks:

"The male-cell, therefore, is & variant deughter-cell not
developed to the full potentiaslity of the femsle."--Woman &
Naturel Law, p. 19

Physiologists are st last grasping the anatomicel truth, that
men is only & degenerste woman, Prof. Albrecht, writing on the
obscure diseases of men, clearly avers that "males are rudiment-
ary females," T. H. Montgomery concludes, from a general review
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of the leading facts of development, physiclogy, end anstomy,
that the male is less developed and more embryonic then the fe=-
male, He drews attention to the fact, thet when one sex is rudi=-

mentary in comparison with the other, it is almost always the
male,

Some gcholers and students of Nature hsve long recognized the
fact that man is only & degenerate woman. They assert that "the
distinctive sex orgaens of the mele sre the organs of the female
placed outgside the body" (Swiney).

Galen said thet women hed the same sexual parts &s men, only,
on account of their colder, more apathetic nature, they are plac=
ed with her body. The ovaries are testicles and furnish female
seed. He said thet there sre as meny cavities in the uterus as
there are ln the memmary glands. This is the theory of Uterine
cotyledons. Averrohoes (1120-1198 A, D,) believed the female tes-
ticles to be useless: they merely secreted moisture for lubrica=-

ting the vagina during coition, now referred to by some as "sym=-
pathy fluid"®,

Fallopius, about 1523, A. D,, first recognized the similarity
in the structure and in the formation, as the erogenous zone, be-
tween the clitoris and the penis, Vesalius ebout the seme time
taught that the sexual organs of the msle eand female were alike,
only, those of women were within the body. Ieland says that "the

rostate in men (Chep, 146) is simply a womb out of employment™
?Alternate Sex, p. 33).

John Fernelius, about 1556, A. D., called the ovaries "fe-
male testicles™, and believed that they produced seed, It was
not until about 1562, A, D., thet Eustachus gave modern science
the first correct description of the uterus. During the long
Dark Ages, when the church was all-powerful, dissection of the
human body was prohibited under strict penalty, on the grounds

that it was sinful for man thus to attempt to pry into the se-
crets of God.

Biologists declare that the fertile organism alone has been
the crucible and workshop in which has been formed the handiwork
of Creation, Obviously, it would be the fertile embryoc that
would suffer from a change to unfavorsble conditions, and would
accordingly appear as an incomplete end undeveloped orgaenism,
thus being "transformed from a normsl to an abnormal phass of be-
ing--abnormal, until by repeated hereditary trensissions over a
long period of time, the changed condition or structure has be=-
comeé a racial characteristic" (Swiney), mislesding to the Evolu-
tionist who knows not the originel state of humenity, and who
considers as normsl the present uni-sexual organism.

The male 1s because the orgsnism is more masculine and less
feminine: ©because the receptive (femsle) element is under-devel-
oped, while the positive (male) element is over~developed, Dar-
win and Huxley believe that this abnormal, unbalanced Sstate asrises
from the excessive use of the one set of organs to the neglect or
non-use of the other. Some scholars think thst the unbalanced
state begins in the embryonic period, and results from unfavorable
conditions. The latter view is supported by the weight of author-
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ity-

But conditions of Degeneration mey work certain changes in
the body, even after birth, snd the development of the body may
be effected by the Mind, as we shall later sse.

The fact that seperation of the sexes is not the ideal state
is shown by sexologists, who point out thet there is & continusl
struggle on the pert of both imperfect sexes, seeking for comple-
tion, The physicsl expression of the law under which this ocours
is called Polarity or Chemical Affinity. When a couple unite in
merriege under the influsnce of this lew, such union is mare like-
ly to be harmonious if the "men" is epproximately eighty percent
"meleness™ and the "women"™ possesses twenty percent of this qual=-
ity. Such oouple would possess between them the evenly balanced
iarcent of the positive element and the receptive element, which

s required to form & harmonious union.

As few of our imperfect uni-sexuasl individuels fall in this
class, it 1s easlly understood why "marriege is e failure."
When & man end & woman unite who do not come in this class, there
is thet element of one sex largely predominating over the other.
This lack of balasnce 1s ever belng felt, elthough unrecognized
by modern sclience as to its resl character. Consequently, there
is a continual struggle on the part of both sexes, seeking for
completion. When the balance is absent from a union, there will

be partings and new efforts, each always seeking the lacking
portion.

Until the Law of Polarity was recognized and understood (Ad-
vanced Ortho.,, Chap. 28), the peculiar attrasction between the
sexes, with all 1ts accompanying vageries end veriations, seemed
unaccountsble and arbitrery. Sexologists now recognize that it
is Neture's wey of seeking to restore the d isturbed balesnce sris-
ing from a separation of the sexes.

George Bernard Shaw states:

"Sexually, women is Neture's contrivence for perpe tuating
its highest achievement. Sexuelly, Man is Women's contrivance
for fulfilling Neture's behest in the most economicel way. She
knows by instinect thet far beck in the evolution process she in-
vented him, differentiated him, created him in order to produce
something better than the single-cell process can produce" (Man
& Supermen).

There is no disagreement among scholers as to whether the
male or the femals eappeared first. They all invariahly assert
that the femele preceded the mele not only, but that the female
produced the male, At this point confusion arises becsuse con-
sistenoy 1s disregarded.

In every consideration, man attempts to show that woman is
his inferior., 1In this sttempt he has no respect for the (1) Law
of Heredity, and the (2) Laew of Cause end Effect. He disregerds
the fact that (1) Like begets Like, and thet (2) the Effect can
never rise superior to its Cause. He ignores the fact that Nan,
es the offspring of Women, mey rise to her level under the leaw
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of improvement, but that he cen never rise asbove the being thet
geve him birth,

We heve observed the surprising similitude of the sexes
(Chap., 146), and the hidden meaning of the rudimentary organs.
We have seen how the psychicel and the physicel states gradually
vary from feminine to mesouline and vice versa. We have seen
that the gulf between the hetero-sexusl man end the hetero-sexusl
women is filled with types that can be clessed as neither male
nor femele (Chep. 145). We shall now notice more in detail some
of the many peculiar conditions of degeneration that show how
sexual varistion and differentistion rise out of certesin ebnorm-
alities end malformetions.

Brodhurst tells of the sbsence of the vegine and the uterus
in a girl of 16, At the age of four the petient showed signs of
pubsescence, for the mons veneris was covered with hair., At the
age of 10 the clitoris (Chap. 146) was three inches long and two
Inches in circumference--a regular penis. The breests were well
developed, but the lips of the vulve expended into folds, resem-
bling the mele scrotum,

To complete this attempt at trensformation requires only a
uniting of the lips of the vulvae to form the sorotum, with its
raphe or seam that marks the line of union, followed by e descent

of the ovaries into the scrotum, where they become the testes--
end this girl beccmes a boy.

Nature is not only "e prodigious economist," as Johnsons
says, but a msrvelous mechanic, When the form whioh she is shap-
ing will not make "the mein trunk" (fertile female), she produces
some variations from the "mein trunk", esnd thus sttempts to trans-

form what would be a useless, barren femsle, into a fertilizer,
called the male.

If this attempt feils, as it frequently does, the form is
neither mele nor female., It falls in that class of hybrid types
that fill the gulf existing between the two extremes (Chep. 145).
Sometimes a surgicasl operestion pertially completes what Nasture
attempts, and then the "neuter orgsnism" becomes either male or
female, @s the case may be, But usually such creatures are bar-
ren and sterile--a condition of degenerstion.

In these few words sppears the secret of the separation of
the sexes--a condition so mysterious to socience, and yet so sim-
ple that only the wisest will be able to grasp this great truth
and scoept this philosophy.

It will enlighten the student to observe more instances of
these strange cases so little known to the laymen. Lieutaud end
Rickerand dissected female subjects in whom no uterus could bhe
found. Many other examples sre recorded in medicsl records,
Phillips speaks of two sisters, both married, who showed congen-
itel sbsence of the womb. Sedgwick tells of a family of five
dasughters of whom three had this anomalous condition.

Ferguson examined an l8-year old prostitute and found that
there was no vagina, uterus, nor ovaries. Coitus hed been af=-
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fected through the urethra, which wes much distended. Viecg-d'-

Azyr 1s reported to have seen two similar cases where the vegina
was ebsent. The women copulated vis the urethrel cansl, leasding
to the bledder, in consequence of which it was grestly enlsrged.

Since we find no suthaorities who assert that there is an er-
ogenous zons in the urethra, it is plein that these women copulat-
ed to please their lovers end not because they experienced eny
gexuel pleasure in or from the act,.

Fournier tells of & Venetisn prostitute who had an osseous
(bony) olitoris. This orgen mey grow so large @s to prevent coi-
tus, making its circumcision necessary for the act,

Otto of Breslau reported seeing & negress with s clitoris
measuring 4% inches in length and 13 inches in dlameter--larger
then the penis of some men. It projected from the vulva, and,
when relsxed, completely covered the vaginsl orifice,

Rogers described s 25-year-old women who had an enarmous cli-
toris. Adroit questioning elicited the fact that she had mastur-
beted considersbly. A number of other observers heve described
cases where excessive development of the oclitoris wes due to con-
tinued mesturbation. As en orgen is enlarged by use, it may
heve been the prsotice of female masturbation that finelly devel-
oped the clitoris into the msle penis, Some authorities declsre
thet the Fdenic parable is an sccount of masturbstion end incest,

The perverted practices that hed become habitual with the
tribades and subigatrices (passive tribasdes) in Rome, led to an
enlergement of the clitoris in many of these women., Tulpius tells
of s womsn who was publicly flogged and then banished from the
city for having misused an excessively large clitoris.

Various travelers have reported excessive development of the
clitoris as being quite common in the Orient, Jaocobs, for exam=-
ple, tells of the frequenocy of tribsdism among Balinese women,
many of whom have en enlarged clitoris. Berthersnd cites in-
stances of enlarged clitoris in Arsbian women.

Dr. Peul Erem, who practiced for meny years in the Orient,
seys the tribadism "is e condition extremely common with the
young girls in the Orient." Among the Hottentots no secret is
made of the prectice, and in the stories end fables of the coun=-
try it is continuelly mentioned. The practice is reported to be

wide-spread among the girls of Europe and America as in the Or-
ient,

Some women have @ clitoris thaet is larger than the mele pen-
is. Ksufmann quotes the cese of 8 boy of 12 years whose penis
was only three-fourths of an inch long, with the diameter of a
goose=-quill, Binet speaks of a mature man, in his fifties, whose
genitels were no lerger than those of sn average boy of 8 or 9.
The penis was about the size of a little finger, and the testes
were not much larger than a couple of peas,

The student will observe that in the femsele the urinary can-
el opening is just back of the clitoris (Chap. 146), "meatus ur-
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inerius™), 1In some maeles there is no urinsry canal in the penis,
hence their penis is purely an enlarged clitoris. Hypospadias
and epispsdiss are designations used to describe this melforma-
tion, in which the walls of the urethre are deficient e ither a-
bove or below, These anomalies are frequently found in male her-
mephrodites, the fissure giving the appearance of & vulve, since
the scrotum is sometimes included, and even the perineum mey be
cleft in continuity with the other perts, thus increasing the
deception.

Heuremenn desoribes a femily of femeles who for generstions
hed produced meles with hypospiades (congenital opening of the
urethra on the under side of the penis). Belloc mentions & man
with & urethra terminating in the base of the frenum who became
the father of four sons showing the same deformity.

Broudarnel published several ceses to prove that inldividu-
als afflicted with hypospadies are not necessarily sterile. One
instance cited was that of e servent who appeered to be and wes
brought up as a girl, but who prescticed tribadism with one of her
female companions and caused her to become pregnant. The latter
gave birth to a child showing the same melformstion of the geni-
tals ass the girl-fsther. The hereditery trensmission of the mel-
formetion removed all doubt as to the paternity and excluded all
suggestions of collaborstion,

Penis palme is the name glven by French physicians to those
ceses in which there ig @& single skin envelope for the penis end
the testicles. The penis adheres to the scrotum by its inner -
face, only the glands being free. This makes erection impossible,
Chretien described an instance in a 25-year-o0ld men, and Schrumpf
reported an example in & baby-boy. The penis and testes were en-
closed in a common sac., At the upper part of this strangely form-
ed scrotum there was a projection about one-fourth inch long, re-
presenting the glans (head) of the penis,

Polyorchidism (extra testes) is a condition that exists more
frequently than is generally known. The Medical Record in 1895
published a report signed with the neame of A. M. Davis, Recruit-
ing Officer, relating the case of a man who had four testicles,
three on the left side and one on the right side.

Arbuthnot Lane operated on & boy of 15 bearing @ smell, pain-
ful growth in the right portion of the sorotum, snd found sn ex-
tre testicle (Clinical Society, Nov. 23, 1894). In 1896, Pean
performed en operation to remove a neuroma of the scrotum end un=-

covered two right testes, separsted and regular in form. The
left testicle was normal,

—

Dr. Sunderesa Ayzer of the British India Medicsl Corps tells
of & netive male, sge 19, who had two testicles on the left side,
one above the other., Widhalin reports the case of a man L7
yesrs of age with two testicles on the left side. Fernel speaks
of a femily whose male members presented this oddity. Sinibaldi :

reletes a similar fact sbout a family of Bergamo, almost all of
whose male members were triorchids.

Just es there are snomslies through excess, there are others f
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from deficiency. Meny hermaphrodites have been lebeled snorohids
(without testes). But double anorchidism is rare, although cases
have been noted and verified by autopsy. In the living subject,

it is impossible to distinguish it from bilesteral cryptorchidism

(feilure of the testes to descend into the sorotum),

Cruber, in his memoirs, notes eight cases in which no semin-
al glands were present. The first is that of @ soldier hanged
for having raped a young girl. The sutopsy showed that there
were no seminal glands resent in the exscuted man. Dr, Cebanes
uses these instances es evidence to show that the testicles "have
no influence upon the sexusl appetite," and edds:

"Are we to infer thet individuals efflicted with double an-
orchidism are not compereble to eunuohs? (Erotikon, p. 198).

It appesrs thet cestration is a cause of impotence only
when it has been effected in early childhood. Though eunuchs
castrated at an adult age are perforce sterile, they quite often
remain ospable of coitus, a dual peculiarity known for a long
time, snd one which Juevnal reports as highly esteemed by certain
Romen ladies. The penis of the eunuch, deprived of his testes in
childhood, remains undeveloped and atrophied, like the clitoris
of the female. The general characteristics of such persons are
feminine,

Numerous suthors tell of cases in which the testes fail %o
descend 1nto the scrotum, stopping instead at soms intermediate
point. If there is merely a halt in this descent, end the tes-
ticle remeins inside the abdominal cavity in the lumber region,
it is called abdominal lumber ectopia. If the gland remsing in
the iliac fossa, it is an exemple of the abdominel iliac ectopisa.
When 1t lies in the inguinel censl, it is an inguinal ectopis,
and, lastly, if it stops Jjust below this censl, it is a cese of
crurosorotal ectopis, etc. (Dr. Oraison).

In Merch, 1643, an election waes contested at Salisbury, Con-
necticut, on the allegetion that the Whig Party hed included a
womsn emong the electors. Dr. Bary was appointed to make the in-
vestigation. He examined the suspected elector and verified that
the penis wes not perforated, but that he found a testicle. He
concluded thet the person was a man. Several days lster, it was
learned that this "man" had married es @ woman snd had feminine
tastes. A further examinetion showed the presence of s menstrusl
period, & uterus, and thet what Dr., Bary had regarded as a tes-
ticle was revognized to be & herniated ovary (P. Brouardel, Le
Mariege, p. 18).

Drg. Tourneux snd Gasperoux tell of a 1l7-year~o0ld person
who was considered as a female, and who was one of the ballet-
dancers st the Theatres des Nouveautes. ©She had entered the hos-
pital for & peinful swelling of the right 1ip of the vulva, which
had developag about ten days after some unsuccessful sttempts at
coition, The chest wes broad with fairly well developed mammary
glands, The pubis was covered with en abundsnt growth of hair
that also spread over the external genital organs. A% first
glance, thers was nothing to indicate that one was not in the
presence of the femals sex, forzgne could discern the existence
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of two normal-sized labia mejora, the right lip bearing a smell
tumor as big @s o pigeon's egg, hard, quite painful to the touch,
and extending elong the whole length of the inguinal canal by a
sort of cord the size of the index finger.

The impression was totslly sltered when the genitel region
was examined, On spreading apart what represented the lebia ma=-
Jora, it was found thst the inner lips (labis minors) were en=-
tirely absent, end that under & s amewhat overdeveloped hood there
was a flat-headed genitsl orgen about the size of the tip of the
little finger., There was no urinary meatus at its base, but two
smell folds were observed leading to & vulviform opening situated
in the middle of the perineum, and the insertion of a cetheter
showed that this was nothing other than the extremity of the ure-
threl canfl. There was no vaginal orifice, and no uterine body
could be felt upon examinstion of the rectum. These findings
gshowed thet the examiners were donfronted with a case of perinesal
hypospadies with rudimentsry penis, vestiges of a urthral cansl
and 8 cleft sorotum conteining a right testiocle. Exploration of
the abdomen revealed no trace of a uterus, but on the left side,
towards the inner opening of the inguinel cenel, they dilscovered
another testiocle whioch, like the one on the right side, hed a
different duct leading up to the rudimentesry prostrste glend.

The Bulletin Medicel of Jen. 28, 1912, described a case
where the "secretion of sperm occurred through the urethra of a
women," Magnus Hirschfeld and E. Burchasrd reparted the case of
8 woman, aged 20, who had no menstrual periods, and, at the time
of venereal orgesm, ejaculated semen through the urethra which
conteined living spermatozoa (Deutsch, Med. Woch,, No. 52).

Just @s in the o6ase of supermnumerary testes, so in women
there have been found instances of extra ovaries. Wickler, De
Sinety, Paladino end others heve given accounts of such cases,

We have related cases where men have suckled infants (Chap,
151, p. 8). Medicel literature mentions meny cases where the
male breast mey attein the size of & woman's and become function-
al. Buffon states that--~

"The breasts of men may furnish milk like those of women.
We have had several exsmples of this sort, end the condition seems
to occur particularly et the sge of puberty. I heve seen a young

men of 15 expel a tablespoonful of real milk from one of his
breasts" (Erotikon, p. 209).

A famous French medicel encyclopedia of 60 volumes, says:

"Sometimes the mammery glands (of the male) swell end be=-
come painful, Young boys have been seen who could dischergse
through the nipples a whitish, serous fluid presenting all the
physical properties of milk."

Von Humboldt end Auzias-Threnne tell of having examined men

whose mammery glands excreted milk (Courrier Medicsl, 23, Jan-
vier, 1910).

In a letter written by the Eishop of Cork to the Eerl of
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Egmont appears an sccount of an old man about 70 years of age
who had suckled & ohild of his own after his wife died when the
child was only two months old. He gave the child his breast to
suck to keep it quiet, and the sucking of the child aroused the
glands into activity to such en extent thet he had milk to rear
the child. The report states that the man's nipples were larger
than those of most women.

1798, Dr, Juan Cestelar reported a ocese in which a woman
gave birth to twins, with not enough milk for both. The father
sought to quiet the crying youngsters by alternately letting
them suck his breast, with the result that nilk esppeared emd he
helped to suckle the children for five months. M. Bonpland later
exaemined the man's bressts and "found them wrinkled like those
of women who have nursed children,”

An instence of the marvelous power of Mind over Matter, and
the manner in which Nature responds to meet conditions confront-
ing her, appear in the case of & M"young Cheppeway Indien (named
Ogemawwah Chack) who became separated from his tribe on & beaver
hunt, accompanied only by his wife, then in her first pregnancy."
Harve snd De Lannye repert the csse as follows:

"After giving birth to a son, the womsn dised in the desert.
The husband was inconsolable, and took a vow to remain & widower,
His grief over the decedent was soon compliceted by snxiety over
the infent's welfare, Not wishing to neglect anything that
might possibly save the ohild's 1ife, the father undertook to
£i11l ell the meternal dutles, degrading es these appeared in the
eyes of an Indian brave, After wrapping the baby in a pelt lined
with soft moss, he suspended it from his shoulders, after the
feshion of a squaw carrying a papoose, He fed it on broth pre-
pared with his own hands, but in @& moment of desperation, finding
himself unable to quiet the infant's walling, he offered his
breast as a mother would have done, The power of paternal love
then produced @ phenomenon: milk begen to flow from the Indiesn's
breast‘ permitting him to save and rear the c¢hild,"--Erotikon,
pP. 212).

In the Gazette Medicale de Paris (t. IV, p. 689; 1836) Dr.
Bedor, chief-surgeon of the Hotel-Dieu at Troves, expressed him-
self thus:

"Over a period of some twenty years I have often been called
to participete in the medical inspection of the militery train=-
ing school in the Aube department, During that time I came acr=-
oss three instances of this very peculiar anomaly. Despite the
demand for soldiers under the Empire, these thres young men were
declared unfit for service, since the uniforms buttoned over
their chests were unbesarably psinful snd oppressive,"

Nelston tells of & young man of 23 whose memmary glands
produced milk, Jeen-Benoit Edendellius tells of a "dirty little
beggar™ boy of 9 "who could expel a stream of milky fluid from
his breasts by compressing them,™ Horteloup reports the cese of
a man 79 years old who discharged from his breasst "two glasses
of thick, creamy, whitish liquid having the physicel, chemical
and miscroscopical characteristics of milk,."
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Dr. Renaudlin reports the cese of & man 24 years old with
mammary glends like a womsn., Dr, Daday tells of e man of L4
whose mammary glands produced milk,

Further evidence that men is s degenerate women appears in
the fact that in addition to having femesle bressts in many in-
stances, there are also cases in which they are "subject to reg-
ulsr menstruation," says Dr. Cabanes.

Barth and Leri tell of & patient aged 75 who entersed the
woman's ward of the hospital. Examination showed that the patient
was @ man, But, strange tho it mey seem, this "man" hed menstrual
periods, "reguler end prolonged."

Dr. Leboeuf wes called to examine & shepherd of & dasiry-ferm
who had fallen and injured his breestbone. The patient admitted
that for more than two years he had been subject to a menstrual
discherge as well resgulsted as the revolutions of the moon. The
flow came through the urethral cenal and lasted two days. Lebeo-
uf mede sure of the sex orgens, sand found them very well formed,
What amazed him more was to lesrn thst there were 15 brothers and
one sister in the femily, 21l of whom menstruasted, and thet their
fg?her showed the same peculierity (Anec, hist, med, t. II, 68-
70).

Gloninger reports the case of a 36-year-old men who had reg-
uler signs of menstrustion from the middle of his 17th yesr.
Each period was sccompanied by peins in the back ernd the lower
part of the abdomen, feverishness, eand a sanguineous discharge

vie the urethra showing sll the charescteristics of the menstrual
flow (Amer. Med. Rec,, Phila., 1819).

Pinel mentions the case of en srmy captein who had a regular
monthly discherge from the urethre. If exposed to fatigue, cold,
privation, eto., the men showed symptoms of cetamenial suppres=-
sion, just as commonly happens in woman,

The ellegation that man is a degenerate women is verified by
the following scéientific facts:

1. The female is the primel and origina) sex, and produced
the male, Under the Law of Heredity this sctually mekes the male
8 deformed female.

2. Msleness results from excessive development of the pos=-
iti{g %ualities and a corresponding etrophy of the receptive
qualities,

3. The male penis is en excessive development of the femsle
clitoris,

L. The mele scrotum 1s formed by a union of the 1lips of the
vulva and their expanding into folds, leaving a raised seam
(raphe) that divides the scrotum into two parts, end extending
fro? the snterior portion of the anus to the extremity of the
penis.,

5. The testes appear as herimated ovaries, with the posi-
tive element of the overies developed to a functional degree,
while the receptive element is rudimentary end atrophied.

6. The mammery glands of man occasionally develop to &
functionsl degree and produce milgzas in woman,
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7« The dlsessed condition of menstrustion appeers in some
men e8 well as in some women,

8. The prostete glend in men is & rudimentary uterus.

9. Some people appeer with the mele and the female quali-
ties so equslly developed that they are neither men nor woman.

10, If men and womasn were distinct{ types, neither would pos-

sess the qualities of the other so fully developed, in some in-
stances, thet they csnnot be classed es either male or female,

CHAPTER NO. V
INFINITE PARTHENOGENESIS DISASTROUS
By Dr, H. M, Shelton, D. P., D. N. T.

Seasonel parthenogenesis (Virgin Birth, or reproduction where
only one sex is concerned) seems to bs the normsl orfer among cer-
tsin low forms of 1ife., This mode of reproduction is never met
with among the more complex asnimels snd, so far, it hes never be-
en produced in complex snimals by experimental methods,

Experimentally, scoientists havo been able to induce parthen-
ogenetio reproduction in certain forms which do not normally re-
produce except by the sexuel method. Provoked perthenogenesis is
interesting but sbnormal. Abnormsl perthenogenssis is not infre-
quent in Nature and is thought to result from accidental contact
with stimuli similar to or identicel with those employed by the
experimenters. Provoked snd sccidental perthenogenesis have not
been met with in any of the higher animels or plents.

Unfertilized eggs of bees and wesps will hatch. They hatch
out male insects, If they are fertilized they become females,
such as gqueens and sterile female workers. Without fecundstion,
worker bees end gueen bees would not be hatoched. Without the
first, no honey would be produced; without the second there could
be no "younger generation." Without fecundetion bees would per=-
ish, No sex, no bees,

Propagation by slip-cutting, fragmentation, is a form of
perthenogenetic reproduction., This form of reproduction is lim-
ited, Slip-cutting can produce new plents only through a limited
number of generations, after which senescence and extincticn oc-
cur unless coupling and fecundstion takes place.
Elants .

New sponges may be produced by cutting off small pleces and
allowing each of these to grow into a new sponge. When these
have %rown we may re-divide them and so on repeatedly, but not in-
definitely., After a certain variable number of generations by
segmentation, senescence appears among the fragmentetion-produced
individuels and clipped rarts remain inert. This kind of erti-
ficial virgin-birth haes a definite limit and, in order that the
individuals maey regain their power to reproduce by fragmentation,
time must be allowed them to regenerste their cells by couplings,
which fecundates them, No sSex, no sponges.

No_sex, no

We know thet normel parthenogenesis is similarly limited.
There is no indefinite soissiparity without ooupling, there is
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no indefinite parthenogenesis without fecundstion. In the lowest
forms of life reprduction by scission flows elong for a while
after which fusion of two cells oocurs to restore losses, else
death ensues. No sex, no germ life,

In some of the lower forms of life severesl generations of
femele will continue to bring forth alone, without male assist-
ence, and then & ¢rop of meles will eppear. In the plsnt louse,
for instence, in which epperently normal parthenogenesis cocurs
seasonally, males are developed et the end of summer and normel
sexusl generation follows, the of fspring being parthenogetic until
the next fall. In =ome cases of the lowest types of meny=-celled
animels there occurs this "alterestion of generstion"--sexusl st
one time, asexusl st another, Some investigstors think thet the
female is feoundeted for severel generations, Whether this is
true or not, there comes a day when the female who has encounter=-
ed no male gives birth to males end femeles and coupling is neoc=
essery. No sex, no plent lice.

There 1s order in the alternete sexuel-asexual generations
seen in nature, although in our present stete of knowledge, we
can only sey that "however long and varied the parthenogenetic
period, it is limited somewhere by the necessity of the femele
principle being united with the mele principle." We do not know
thet parthenogenesis is trensitory end that slways, after a vari-
gble number of virginal generstions, normel feoundation must in-
tervene, From this viewpoint, the reproduction of beings is al=-

ways sexusl, As Gourmont says, "Sex is King, and there is no
royalty save the sexual,"

In the plant kingdom nature has gone to great lengths and
orgaenized a great variety of means to assure sexusl generation
(cross-fertilization) and to prevent self-fertilizetion, She has

done the same thing in hemaphroditic enimesls. No sex, no plents,
No sex, no worms, no sneils.

Nature has placed the sesl of her approval upon sexual gen-
eration in such unmistakeble terms that only the intellectuvally
myopic can fail to grasp the full significence of sex,

We must view biological facts as facts and meke no sttempt
to divest netursl phenomena of their reselity. Especially must
we guerd ageinst setting up sncient myths esnd experimentsl ab-
normalities in opposition to the orderly phenomena of biclogy.
Experiments have shown that the male germ cell 1s cepable of be~-
ginning the work of bullding e new organism without union with
the ovum., It lacks sufficient food within itself to go on with
the process. The ovum does not normally produce a new being

without first uniting with a spermatozoon. Indeed, the unfertil-
ized ovum soon dies,

The two germ-cells--ovum and spermastozoon--are specislized.
One 1s passive and carries an immense surplus of food; the other
is active, carries little food, but has means to enable it to
travel in search of the ovum, Not only are the male and femsle
sex orgens adapted to each other, the male and femsle sex cells
are squslly adapted to each other, Just es the sex orgaens them-
selves are incspable of functioning in the ebsence of the oppo-
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site sex orgems, so the sex cells scon die end do not function un-
less they unite with opposite sex cells. DBoth die except they are
united. Life goes on only in snd by union,

In the face of such obvious facts how cen snyone deny the in-
tention of nature to enforce sexusl generation? How can anyone be=-
lieve that virginel reproduction, even if ertificisl means of in-
ducing it ere found, will prove to be superior to nsture's own
preferred method, As will be shown below, the reguler interming-
ling of different lines of germ-plesm is essentisl to the meinten=-
ance of e high stendard of biological fitness. Degeneration rath-
er than raeciel improvement would result from the substitution of
asexusl for sexual generation.

Sex--gex structure, sex funotion, sex instinct--is one of the
most petent things in all neture., We cannot reasonsbly divest
such biologicelly universal and infinitely varied phenomena of ell
purposse and meening, nor are we justified in denouncing it all as
cne vast cloaca in which to serve the sansculotic devil. The very
minute we leeve the solid ground of biologicel purposiveness, we
lesve scientific terre firme and lose ourselves in the bogs of
undisciplined speculetion,

Sex resches its highest development and most extensive ram-
ificstions in men. In man it is no mere physical act in response
to & blind urge or drive, but ean intense emotionsl experience,
Coition does not here serve merely to release sexusl tansion and
propegste the race, it serves elso to fuse two personslities and
to consumete s love that the mere animel does not know.

The sttack upon sex as "our animal nature" is ridiculous,
True we share sex with the lower orders, but, then we share meny
other things with them. We eat, drink, sleep, run or walk, see,
hear, feel, taste, smell as they do, We share our appreciation
of music with the birds and cur love of sweets with the bee and
the bear. Why, then, not give up living altogether because it is
an snimel existence? We should stop eating becesuse this grati-
fies our snimsl neture, and for the same reason we should stop
sleeping end bresthing.

Sex is not part of our "lower natures", Indeed, out of sex
has been developed all of those things--art, poetry, literature,
religion, etec,--that we cell the higher things of 1ifa. It is not
until the awakening of sex at puberty that we have any apprecia-
tion of these things. Music with us, s with the birds, is a
sex brew, Let us cease to think of sex as something evil-small-
ing and obscene. Once we recognize the essential wholesomeness
of sex, we will cease to smear over with slime and stench the
sexual method of propsgation snd to exalt as vastly superior to
it the asexusl method. For the dirt is in our minds, not in sex.

We might stop here to ask and perhsps to answer the gues-
tions? Since virginal reproduction is possible, why does neture
place such strong emphesis upon the sexual method? Why does so
much of life center around sex? Why does neture add delicate
beauty and delightful perfumes to her f lowers? These questions
ere not to be lightly brushed e side with any assertion that sex
is the result of degenerstion; that, exocept for degeneration
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there wouldn't be eny flowers nor any song birds, I, for one re-
fuse to believe thet we must look to degeneretion for the souroe
of such enrichment of the world of life, At the same time I re=-
fuse to believe that men in sn elter ens, a being governed by
laws apert from, or even opposed to, those of nature in general.
We cannot view sex in men &8s having a different origin or purpose
then sex in plants and the lower snimels. Neither are we justi-
fied in expecting the most complex and most highly organized an-
imal on the eerth--men--to propagete by a method that is confined
tg the simpler and less orgenized forms at the very bottom to

the scale,

The act or process of fertilization is just whet the word
implies--it 1s an enriching process. It is the fusion of two
germ-cells into one, The mele sperm does not serve merely to act-
ivate the remale ovum, It fuses with the ovum end contrlbutes to
the finsl result. There is & commingling of qualities, the addi=-
tion of another source of hereditary factors, Nature hes arranged
in most snimals that reproduction shall not occur, st least under
ordinery circumstences, until this sll-importent fusion hss been
accomplished snd, in all snimels, that reproduction shall not oc-

cur indefinitely without an occasional enrichment from fecunda=-
tiono

Paramecium propagate by simple division, but occesionally by
sexusl conjugation., If sexuel reproduction is prevented the rate
of division graduslly decreases, adeptions to changes in environ-
ment ere not mede end, in the end, death results. Conjugetion
saves the race snd restores the power of adaptation,

Feoundation appears to be, in all cases, merely & rejuvena=-
tion and is uniform throughout both the animel end plsnt king-
doms. The existence of cases of elternaste sexual-asexusl genera=-
tion does not form an exception to this. “Fecundation is the re-
intergration of differentiated elements into & unique element, e
perpetual return to the unity." Without the nuclear regeneration
which is the purpose and consequence of the union of the cells,as
of fecundetion in the higher animels, neither segmentation nor
budding can take place, et lesst not indefinitely.

It is part of the function of fertilizetion (specificelly,
cross-fertilization) to correct, as far as possible, irregular-
ities and demages resulting from malbionomic habits and restore
balance to the resulting individuel. Where prepotency (the capa-
city of one parent sbove that of the other of trensmitting char-
acterists to the offspring) exists, the purpose of cross-fertiliz-
ation seems to be the raising of the level of being through the
commingling of germ-plasm (amphimisis),

The blending of the spermetozoon with the ovum contributes
materials and potentiaslities from another stock. The fusion of
the two incresses the vitelity of the plasm of the resulting off-
spring. Even in cases of genuine pesrthenogenesis, experiments
have shown thet the vigor of the breed is raised by a sexusl fus-
ion of cells. Indifinite parthenogenesis leads to loss of vigor,
degenerstion, extinction. In certein cases parthenogeneticelly
produced offspring do not mature,
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It has been shown that the offspring of sexual generation
are superior to the offspring of parthenogenetically produced
forms. ©Sexually produced animals are made of superior proteins
and have greater resistance than virginally produced forms,

Where only one parent contributes to the result inferiority is
inevitable.

Among many low forms of animals the mode of propagation is
determined by the conditions of life, especially by the quantity
of food available to the species, Prof. Farmer tells us that in
many organisms sexuality seems to have been lost and that the loss
seems to have been due to speclal conditions of nutrition. Cer-
tein forms that reproduce asexually, "if previously well nourish-
ed,”" are restored to sexuality and sexual reproduction by being
compelled to fast, It is quite probable that all forms of asex-
ual reproduction (parthenogenesis) except, perhaps in the very
lowest forms of life (protozoa), are pathological and are the re-
sults of loss of integrity.

Cross-feeding (plant upon soil and animal upon plant) causes
sexual reproduction fthe higher method) to predominste, while in=-
feeding (like upon like--plant on plant and animal on animal)
ceuses asexual reproduction (the lower method) to prevail. In-
feeding of tadpoles and of other organisms causes a great excess
of females over males to be produced. Rotifers reproduce parthen=-
ogenetically when fed on inferior food (colorless infusora), but

fed on chlorophyll-containing organsims (superior food) reproduce
sexually.

Experimental feeding of low organisms show that meat eating
determines them to virginal reproduction whereas vegetable and
fruit feeding restores and guarantees sexual reproduction. 1If
this applies also to higher forms, the boys and girls who went to
the tropics to live on a fruit diet, with the expectation of dem-
onstrating the possibility of virgin birth in woman, adopted the
wrong diet for this purpose. A rudundancy of “rich" nutrition is
the most important element in parthenogenesils.

Pedogenesis (the formation of parthenogenic eggs by larval
forms of organisms able to reproduce normally in the adult stage)
is due to prodigious food consumption. The trematode worm, Gyro=-
dactylus, presents three generations of embryos, one within the
other, while the oldest is yet unborn. The daughter is ready at
birth to give birth to another daughter. This early maturity is
followed by early decay as elsewhere in nature,

Mr. Reinheimer points out that over-abundance of "nutrition
and sluggishness of life™ is a frequent cause of asexual reproduc-
tion among plants and animals that normally reproduce sexually and
that, "good results come from a reduction of condtions favorable
to surfeit.” He says, "a return to moderation (in eating), be it
voluntary or involuntary, may have the effect, for instance, of
bringing back the higher forms of propogation--conjugation or sex-
ual reproduction proper in the place of asexual reproduction., It
may have the effect in other instances, of bringing back the male
after many generations of parthenogenesis. Moderation, in short,
is seen to make for vitality throughout the animal and vegetabls
kingdoms.® In a paper read before the British Association for
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Advancement of Science, 1912, he pointed out that in-feeding and
the ensuing metabolic abnormality are the ‘causes of dimorphism,®
and “female preponderance in parthenogenesis."

Those who went to the tropics in search of regeneration and
virginal reproduction, not only discarded meat,but they planned
to live frugally, thet is they were going to avold the gluttonous
habits of civilization. Both of these aims are commendable, but
they are opposed to the virginal reproduction they sought. They
included but one of the three ingredients in their prescription-=-
“sluggishness of life." They thought the tropics would yield
them "wild® fruits in such abundance the whole year through that
they would not be forced to work. True they soon discovered that
even in the tropics there is no effortless achievement--and this
eliminated the remesining essential of the form and degree of de-
generacy that gives us virginal reproduction.

Seasonal parthenogenesis may be artifically aggravated by
keeping up the particular "stimulants® and the nutritive overflow.
Redundancy of reproduction is thus due to nutritive excess. "In
biology," says Reinheimer, "we get frequently an advent of super-
ior phases of lil'e with the incidence of condtions otherwise un=-
favorable to life; rejuvenation under abstinence, conjugation
(rather than fission) with greater severity of life.” This seems
to mean that two orgenisms can survive better than one--that the
offspring of sexual reproduction can survive in an unfavorable

environment better than the offspring of parthenogenetic repro-
duction,

The case for sex seems to be complete and overwhelming. The
case against parathenogenesis seems to be equally as complete and
overwhelming. Nature seems to have decided these issues long ago.
It seems now that we can cease wasting our time in futile speocu-
lations upon this matter and can, hereafter, direct our attention
and our energies to things important and practicable.

We are not going to be able to overthrow the established or=-
der of Nature; biology is not going to surrender to theology; the
facts of daily observation will not yield to ancient myths; nor-
mal instincets will not relinquish their domain to the withering
blight of asceticism and negation; the norms of Nature will not
retreat before experimental abnormalities, her healthy functions
refuse to be supplanted by pathology. Let us develop a wholesome
view of life and sex and forget all of the absurdities we have

been told in the pages of this magazine during the past three
years,

Fornication and Imagination

Comment by Clements

The existence of the race depends upon the sex act--asserts
Shelton and the world of science. And this act of creation is
condemned by the public and penalized by law--unless performed
under certainconditions prescribed by man.

If the unmarried indulge in the act of creation, it is con-
demned as fornication and consideifd a ¢rime under man-made laws.




But science has shown no difference in the effect on the body of
such indulgence between the married and the unmarried.

There is an important feature not to be lightly regarded in
the matter of children born to young women, unmarried, who submit
to the lust of their lovers. These children, born out of lawful
wedlock, and conceived under conditions that are condemned by man-
made laws, are usually of a superior quality.

This superior quality is not the work of chance or accident.
Like all things that occur in Nature, it is the result of law.
These women, not being married, and living apart from their lov-
ers, are usually free to bring their childrean into being under

congigions that prevent sexual indulgence during the gestation
period,

In the "holy bonds of wedlock," the wife is the sexual slave
of her husband, her "lord and master," To be sure that his pleas=-
ure meets with no interference, various measures are used to pre-
vent impregnation. If impregnation occurs, it is an accident,
deplored by both as a rule, and copulation continues until only a
short time before birth., Probably a miscarriage will occur, as it
often does under these conditiens. If the child is delivered in
due season, it may be a weakling, defective. It may die before
meturity, or develop into an idiot.

This is one reason why insane asylums are filled to over-flow-
inz; why our social problems grow more burdensome; why birth con-
trol societies are springing up; why efforts are being made to
teach people how to sin and escape the consequence; why the race
continues to degenerate; why men of genius are so rare that about
one such in a century is the best a race can do.

Shelton holds that fornication is sex relations among the
unmarried, Others hold that marriage is merely legalized prosti-
sution. Lucinda B. Chandler says:

When a woman has made this agreement...she has made herself
permanently...a legal prostitute till death or divorce dissolves
the contract, I demand the immediate and unconditional abolition
of this vilest system that ever cursed the earth,

"Marriage is legalized prostitution...The term marriage is
more offensive than the terms rape, murder, or prostitution, be-
cause it involves all of them, and all combined are worse than
either alone...The wife is the most degraded of all prostitutes;
+++8 forced prostitute...Popular prostitution, bad as it is, is
not so bad as the forced prostitution of marriage“ (social Purity)

Frances Swiney writes:

“The prevalent error has been the false presumption that mar-
riage was instituted to sanction the reproductive act. On the
contrary, it was instituted to restrain it, and further restraint
is sought by birth control societies that seek legal means to
teach people how to violate the law of generation and escape the
consequences of their act® (Awakening of Woman).
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Ellis Ethelmer observes:

"The excess of sexual proclivity and indulgence, general on
the part of man, has been a constant cause of wonder to women of
intellect. Indeed, there are few wives, high or low, but could
bear a testimony to incidentally distasteful or painful approach,
silently suffered at the husband's instance,"

"One of the most revolting spectacles, still existent in our
civilization, is that of a husband wearing out (i. e. literally
killing) his wife with child-births, with abortions, with sheer
licentiousness; the crime being sometimes extended to a second and
third conjugal victim., Scarcely less appalling is the fact, that
of the further manifold feminine ailments, specifically classed
as “"the dleseases of women," the large majority are but the vari-

ous r?sults of her sexnal wrong-doing on the part of man® (Life to
Woman) .

When'we consider what we know, we sec the truth of Paulis
statement, that the "carnal mind is not subject to the law of God
(desire for offspring), neither indeed can be.,” It is not the de-
sire to fulfill the law and be fruitful and multiply (Gen, 1:28),
that moves man to sexual indulgence, It is the "carnal mind" pure

and simple, with no thought of reproduction. It is ruled by lust,
not by law.

The first law of the Universe is the Law of Creation. Some
scholars hold that it is the only law, and that all other rules of
action in Nature are phases of this primal law. That appears cor-
rect when we consider that if nothing were created, nothing would
be to respond to law. What we call Law is simply a mode of action.
Where there is nothing to act, no evidence of law is present.

The Law of Creation is the fundamental law that rules organic
forms. It is the desire of every organic form to fulfill the
law, That is the primal purpose of their existence. It is an in-
herent part of every plant and animal, It is the fundamental de=-
sire of every human being, who lives within the law. While it is
strong in woman, it is weak in man. He has lost the function of
creation. Man can neither create nor procreate. He has no func-
tion that responds to the influence of the Law of Creation.

Here is another secret of Nature, known to and observed by
the ancients, but unrecognized by modern science. With this ex-
planation, we understand better what Paul menat when he said:

"The carnal mind is enmity against God: for it is not subject l
to the Law of God, neither indeed can be®" (Rom. 8:7).

Mind and Function are related, interrelated and correlated,
as we explained in Science of Regeneration, Chapter 197, which
should be read in connection with these remarks. Mind directs,
and Function responds. The Over-Mind directs the so-called invol=-
untary functions; the Under-Mind directs the so-called voluntary
functions, The Over-Mind is Universal Intelligence, & Principle
which secience says does not exist. We know it by its fruit.

The Under-Mind is Universal Intelligence specialized, We know it
as Individual Intelligence, of wh%ch most people express so little.
=136
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Mind scets not to direct a function that the orgenlsm has no
inherent gowers to perform. That explains whet Paul meant when

he mede his stastement, The Carnal Mind is the mind of lust, not
of law, It does not esct in response to creative desire, It acts
in response to the influnece of lust, It is not subjest to the
Lew (of Creation), as Paul said, For thet Law can have no effect
nor influence upon & sterile orgasnism. Such organism haes no crea-
tive powers. That Law cesnnot affeoct men, for his orgenism long
8go lost 1ts creative function. It is a stranger to the Law of
Creation. No such law exists so fer as his orgenism is concerned.

For these ressons, men is not impelled to merry by the Law
of Creation, He acts in this course under the influnece of lust.
To him merrisge is for sexusl pleasure, not for race perpetuation.
Hence sexual relsestion between the merried is usually plain pros-
titution. But the misguided public believes that "marriage is
honorable in ell, and the (merriage) bed undefiled™ (Heb, 13:4).
Thus read the rules of masculine religion,

On the snimel plane it is the femele thet initiates the crea-
tive act instead of the male., She 1s impelled to seek the male
by the pathologicel state produced in her orgsenism by the Law of
Crestion, as expleined in Soience of Regenerstion, Chap., 196.

This condition of disease 1is known as Psychopathia Sexuslis., It
eppears on the animel plane as a condition necessary to cause the
gnimgi to respond, under the influence of Instinct, to the Law of
reation.

On the enimel plene this condition should sppear in women,
It does appear in most women, end in 2 more pronounced state due
to the more degenerste condition of her organism. It eppears in
the form of Leucorrhea (Chep., 184) and Menstruation (Chapters
179-183). Women in whom these conditions fail to appesr mey be
sterile, or it mey be thpt their orgenism hes not degenerated to
the purely animsl level.

As women rises from her degeneration, leucorrhea, menstrua-
tion, and all the other disorders of the Tree of Life disappeer
first, end secondarily and finelly occurs the disappearsnce of all
degrees of sexual conscicusness, as explained in Science of Re=-
generation (Chapters 196-9). Woman then becomes "frigid." That
is her netural state,

48 stated in the Science of Regeneration, Psychopathia Sex-
ualis appesrs as normal on the animel plesne, For here Instinct
rules, end Crestive Thought is unknown. Under the influence of
the sexusl urge, the female beast seeks the male, Her smorous
advances esrouse in him a condition of Lust. It is not subject
to the Law (of Creation), es Paul said, but to the pasaion of the
individusl., It diseppears, whether satisfied or not, when the
thought 1s driven or disappears from the Mind.

In humenity, the lugst of the mele seldom needs the amorous
edvences of the femele to arouse it, More generally the male
forces the femsle to submit to his lustful desire, This is a
strong illustretion showing how humenity hes fallen below the
enimal level.
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Among animels in their netive state, the femele is supreme
in the function of creetion. If necessary, she will fight to the
death before she will submit to the lust of the msle., This con=-
dition does not appeer for the reason that the male beast respects
the desires of the female., Animals ere ruled by Nature through
the power of Instinct, Man is ruled by lust that knows no law,.
On this point wise Paul knew whereof he spoke.

The general condition of prostitution is worse among the mar-
ried than the unmarried., Because she is not compelled to do it,
the public prostitute will not tolerete the sex conduct forced up-
on some suffering wives., This statement is supported by divorce
court records, ocontaining stories too vulgar and obscene for any
paper to be permitted to publish., Yet Shelton says that I should
hide my head in shame becsuse I label these things with thelir
true name. He coats his pills with sugar.

Leading biologists assert that sexusl relastion is simply mas-
turbetion, whether between the married or ummarried. It produces
in the married and the unmerried alike, the many evils, ailments
and d egenerative changes that are charged to sinful asnd loathsome |
masturbation. They ruin the victim in time, end send him or her
to en early grave, Neither the doctor nor the defunct suspected
the cause lying behind the condition,

Naked truth appears ss "mental nastiness" to call things by
their correct names, Vhen David as an adult saew the general sex-
ual debauchery in which children were shapen and conceived, he
knew in his heart that he also was teinted and polluted to the
core with the same sinful corruption, This knowledge grieved him
sorely, end he was moved to express his thought in words. His

stetement is not only true today, but will remain so for centuries
yet to come,

Verily the Virgin Birth

Joseph Striegel
34 Livingston St.
Brooklyn, N, Y,

The ourrent debate between Shelton snd Clements on the subject
of virginal birth as the proper means of propagasting the human
race hes enticed the writer to enter the fray on the affirmative
side of the question,

It is hoped that the points brought out in this article will
enlist other loysl readers of "How to Live" to join in the cru-
sade for esteblishing the suthenticity of the Virgin Birth dootrine
in the minds of the masses. Like the ancient Christians of west-
ern Europe, we must go forward eas Cruseders and defend our con-

vigtiona against the present display of modern bigotry in sexual
matters,

It must be reslized that every great truth was not meekly
accepted by the multitude in the past, It had to fight its way
into the world aegainst greet odds, superstition, prejudice, dog-
matic religions, ete, Thomas Edison found no clear field for
propounding his electriclight thegries, nor did Robert Fulton
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invent his steamboat without the people's doubt as to hils sanity.
Likewise, it is to be expected that Clements should encounter a
storm of ridicule and criticism when proposing a doctrine so con=-
trary to the accepted beliefs of the day. (Poor old Columbus
suffered the same fate when he suggested that the sarth is round

whi%e ?he accepted beliefs of the day made the earth flat.-~Cle-
ments,

When a boy in school, the writer was shocked upon learning
from other boys that he was conceived thru mutual sexual inter=-
course between father and mother. Was this a natural reaction,
if the present manner of reproduction was right for human beings?
Can a father take his boy aside and tell him just how he was
born, without exeiting the boy's curiousity or defiling his inno-
cence of the sex act?: .t i

If copulation is entirely proper for humans, why do fathers
shirk the responsibility of explaining the matter and become re-
ticent when asked by their children, "Daddy, where did I come
from?" Do they notinvariably take the easier and "cleaner® way
out, and blame it on the poor old stork? How much more beautiful
it would be to explain the virginel process of birth, than to
admit to the youngsters thst a carnal act was indulged in.

Parents are naturally reluctant to spoil the sweet innocence
of their children, but if it was the proper thing, why hesitate
to relate just how they were born? This reluctance on the par-
ents' part indicates that everything that is "naturel™ is not
right. In other words, the sex act and everything connected with
it may be "natural,® but not so for all beings. It is perfectly
natural for some animals to s8it on the ground, to eat only with
their mouth and to do many other things intended by Nature for
those particular beings. But we are human animals, and were or-
dained to follow a manner of living that may be radically dif-
ferent from our animal friends.

Many physiologists allude to the human body as being complex,
and meny psychologists have capitalized on human complexities.
Yet, we are told by health teachers and lecturers that the body
needs only simple foods. Here is an apparent inoonsistency in
the Creator's design. It seems that the nutritional needs of
Man has not been changed since the beginning of oreation--Man is
still a herbivorous creature whose natural diet should consist
of fruits, vegetables and nuts. But present Man appears to have
acquired a part of the animal nature which is expressed in his
sexual life, This additional and unnecessary sexual nature is the
reason for the prevalent dissatisfaction and trouble in living a
full happy and complete life. Animals mate easily, while Man's
natu{e is so complex that the problem of mating becomes more dif=-
ficult.

Love might be expressed between two individuals without the
aid of the sexual nature in Man. A wellknown writer on marriage
problems and socialogy states that much trouble arises in the
martial state because either party often mistakes passion for
love, while these two forms of expression belong on separate and
distinct planes of human emotions, No doubt, many a man “"loves"
his wife because of the sexual {l;asure and gratification she
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affords him, and many marriages "go on the rocks" because of sen-
sual interests in ocommon forming the greater bondage in marriage
relationship., It is olear that the sexual nature of Man has com=
plicated the ease of living and made difficult the chances of ful-
ly satisfying the emotional needs of Man,

Virgin women who possess the simple nature originally inher-
ent in the human race, feel little or no sexual desire, though
normal in every other way. These "freaks," dubbed so by ignorant
medical science, have great possibilities for parthenogenetiocal
reproduction in their bodies, but do not have the proper, natural
environment to foster that development, When tropical colonists
are firmly established in the future, we shall see actual cases
of virgins giving birth via parthenogenesis, It is believed that
this will come about by encouraging the ideal state of chastity in
human behavior. Men, who are known to be naturally voracious in
their sexual oonduct, which is further evidence of Man's greater
degeneration than Woman, must be taught the secret of regeneration
congisting of living a continent life. One of the main reasons
why women live longer than men as a rule is because of a more

chaste nature, which is conducive to the preservation of their
vital fluid.

It is now understood that the sexual desire in man or women
can be controlled to a great extent by merely restricting the diet
to vegetables and fruits, and that the libido will be thus affect-
ed, enabling one to enjoy a continent existence. Now, if such a
natural diet were strictly adhered to for generations, who can
say that the sexual desire might not disappear in time? As long
as parthenogenetical reproduction is a fact, there is no fear
that the human race might perish,

The common method of male fertilization of the female ovum
is an inferior manner of reproduction, for is it not an indication
of e higher and more perfect state to accomplish such an objective
without help or assistance? Is not a person who is able to care
for himself independently a better human speciman than an invalid?
Is not a woman who has the dual elements of creation inherent in
her to a functional degree, a more perfect example of creation

than her sister who has to cohabit with a man in order to produce
a ohilad?

As to Shelton's statement that the mere universality of sex-
ual reproduction stamps it as the proper method, let me remind
him that meat-eating is also practiced gquite universally, but it
has been proven to be wrong and harmful, Humanity as a whole has
become so degenerated that we are illusioned by the fact, and con-
sider all degenerated beings as normal. The comparative few in-
dividuals who still retain the remote possibilities for perfect

reproduction are classed as abnormal and exceptions by unthinking
minds.

When Clements claims that Creative Thought should be the
primary incentive for propagation ot the race, readers should
not "pooh-pooh™ the idea as belonging to an imaginary spiritual
realm, Young girls who so often show their love for children by
desiring to play with dolls have not only the natural, innate de=-
sire to become mothers after puberty, but possess the instinctive




urge to create a belng independently of male assistance. When
thelr braln reaches full EeveIopmen% in later 1ife, the desire

for motherhood becomes correspondingly stroner, and if their re-
productive organs were functioning with maximum efficiency, par-
thenogenetic development becomes not only possible, but very prob-

able, as evidenced by “"dermoid cysts®™ in women and characterized
by malformations of human embryoes.

It would be interesting to take a census of all married wo-
men who have more girls than boys in their families, and ascertain
how many consciously desired female babies before or at the time
of conception, Undoubtedly, most women prefer girls and men want
boys (with due sympathy for Eddie Cantor), and though there is a
preponderance of males over females in the world, this is balanced
by the death rate, which is higher among men than women., However,
the results of such an investigation would likely show more women
created girls with a keen, purposeful desire for that sex than
those who left the matter to chance, indicating that a psychic
force influneced Nature's determination of the sex,

Mental telepathy has much in its favor to indicate the tre-
mendous power of thought that can be utilized in & mcre or less
practical way in daily life, and Creative Thought might be thus
used in procreation., The writer has witnéssed a number of demon-
strations of thought transference, and feels sure there is a bas-
is in fact for such phenomena, although many dismiss the matter
&s "hokum" and do not bother trying to understend the process.

Virgin Birth Debate

The Virgin Birth Debate between shelton and Clements increas-

es in its intensity. Feeling himself slipping, Shelion rushes in
bigger guns.

One of these guns comes in the form of a letter from him,
dated June 1, 1936, It is a letter of defense, and he says he
doubts that I have the courage to publish it.

He previously claimed that I refused to publish his article
entitled "Sexual Reproduction Nature'!s Preferred Methed," because

I lacked the courage to let my readers read the other side of the
matter .

Shelton knows now whether that statement is true. He knows
now whether I have courage to let my readers read all sides of
the story of the Virgin Birth. He knows now whether the Virgin
Birth is such a silly fable as he and modern science think it is,

What does he say in his letter? Read it; here it is--

Dear Dr. Clements: May I have a little space in your "Voice
of our Readers" column for a few words that cannot be put into
the body of our debate. It is necessary that I do something to
gave you from your ignorant devotees. For, you see, you have be-
come the recognized leader of a new religious cult which I shall
call Gyneolarty. The religious fanatics with which you have sur-
roundeﬁ yourse%f have rushed to the defense of their leader and
the articles of their creed in typical style.
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Let me deal first with the rantings of the young lawyer,
Weegner, of Houston, Tex., who shows by his letter that he is us-
ed to confusing juries and not to logical reasoning. He holds
you up to us as the worldls greatest scientist, but has so little
regard for your ability that he was impelled to rush to your de-
fense and to the defense of"truth," "solely for the reason that
he hates to see the truth put on the scaffold." Did any man ever
inject so many irrelevent issues into a discussion in such brief
Space as the man did in his article in the May issue?

He goes off half-cocked and shouts loudly for proof of my
"opinions" and "assertions®™ without waiting for anything more than
my first installment to appear. He is so afraid of losing his
faith, that he rushes blindly to its defense. Ee is so fearful

lest his leader, whom he “considers the greatest living exponent
of the naked truth,® shall be shown up as an idol with feet of
clay, that he comes to your defense. His faith in his "truth"®
and in his leader is not very strong., His doubts are overwhelm-
ing--s0 overwhelming that he dares not admit them. Poor fellowl

% ieel sorry for him, I feer he will never live through this de-
ate,

I like his suggestion that the human female deal with drones
s the worker bees do--Put them away (kill them) with their lusts.
I recommend to our women that they begin with the lawyers and from
here go on too the preachers and follow by putting away editors
of health magazines, I trust they'll exercise as much sense, how-
ever, as the bees do, and not kill the males until "after they

have served their purposge"--that is, until after they have fertil-
ized the queens,

Virgin births do occur among bees, but the resulting off=-
spring are always males and if worker bees and fertile females are
to be born, the assistance of a “degenerate male" in the act that
is so degrading "to the mind of a well-bred person® is essential.
"Pure-minded™ queens and drones would cause the hives to perish.

It is quite true that the two sexes have their respective
superiorities and inferiorities, although it has not been finally
determined which sex, if either, possesses the greatest number of
superiorities, Be this as it may, the matter is irrelevant to
our discussion as the Mayan Calander. The lawyer seems not to
understand that we are discussing Virgin Births,

Waegner, like you, attempts to confuse the issue by turning
the debate into one of: the Mosaic hypothesis of Special Creation
Versus the Darwinian hupothesis of Transformism. Ve are not deb-
ating "the origin of species,” although you and your echoes and
subalterns seem to think so. Why not stick to the issue?

His utter lack of a sense of the fitness of things is re=-
vealed when he tells of giving away the writings of Macfadden,
Lindlahr and Shelton. If they are misleading as he says he should
have used them for heating purposes and purchased extra copies
of your heaven-inspired books to give to his frineds.

After revealing his ignorance of plant biology and plant
fertilization he passes to a diigussion of the foulness of my




mind and the purity of yours. Amusingly enough he says your mind
"is as clean as the flowers of the field." Does he not know that
flowers are sex organs, therefore filthy?

It matters not whether I am a Don Juan or a Sir Galahad; my
personal life has no bearing on the subject of Virgin Births,

This is an irrelevant matter that only a lawysr or a theologian
would interject,

It seems if I am to take seriously the expressed views of
your devotees that you have won this debate before it is started.
Indeed you claim as much in both your first and second installments.
It ill behooves you as my opponent in this debate to act also as
a judge. It will be better to decide who won after the debate is
over. [ven members of the cult of Gyneolatry should know that it
is bad to count chickens before they hatch and this goes for
chickens virgin born.

Miss J. H. says you aptly refute my arguments in your first
issue. I don't believe that she or you or any of your readers
can show that you have anywhere in either of the first two install-
ments even dared to discuss one of my arguments. You know so well
how impossible it is to defend your position that you content
with trying to confuse the issue.

In your second installment you devote most of your space (and
promise more for the third installment) to a long-winded effort
to confuse your readers about fornication. You attempt to make
the word synonomous with coition. You also ignore the fact that
the ban on fornication grew out of the father's property-right in
nis daughter. You smear sex over with the slime that seeps from
the foul gewers of your own mind and your poor purblind devotees
swallow their diet of filth and relish it. These I do not hope
to reach with fact and logic; but if you have any intelligent
readers left--ohl well the intelligent ones don't swallow your
hokum anyway.

You and your faith are fortunate in having so many devoted,
even if incapable, defenders. You need them. However, these
cannot save the only true faith which you have discovered amid
the ruins and wreckage of the ancient mysteries. It is as dead
as the pile of wreckage itself,

I doubt that you will have the courage to publish this let-
ter, for you will fear the loss of some of those whose minds you
have hobbled, hypnotized, mesmerized, and hokumized. It will
serve them how your studied efforts to confuse them have blinded
their eyes and caused them, like fledglings in the nest, to swal-
low whatever foul worms and bugs you may drop into their open
mouths, I dare you to put this letter into print.

Sincerely & Fraternally,
Herbert M. Shelton D.P. D.N. T.
Comment by Clements: I am sure my readers will smile with
me as they read the above letter. Shelton has a fine opinion of

my readers. He calls them my pogr, publind devotees, and says



they "swallow their diet of filth and relish it." That sounds like :
the voice of a politieian, decrying his opponent. Let my readers
themselves decide whether I am smearing "sex over with the slime
that seeps from the foul sewers™ of my mind.

Shelton's article is entitled "Science or Sensationalism-=-
Which?® T quote newspaper accounts of women changing into men,
and Shelton terms these accounts mere "sensationalsim,™ printed to
arousepublic interest in the purchase of newspapers, it seems.

Shelton says in his sixth article:

"How can a slight surgical operation ceuse this girlis womb,
tubes, ovaries, etc., to disappear and have their places filled
with testicles, prostate gland, cowper's gland, seminal tubes,
penis, etc., When we see these things, we may be willing to oonsid-
er that his (Clement's) non-sensical theory has some reasonable
basis, although this would still not be conclusive proof.n

It is plain that Shelton has notstudied the development of
the human organism from its prinal state of bi-sexualism in the
embryonic stage, to the point of sexual differentiation which oc-
curs by reason of some peculiar condition, not understood by mod-
ern science,

The embryo is bi-sexual, and continues as such up to a certain
point. Then a peculiar process occurs. This process must occur
to make it possible for a female to fail to fulfill the Law of
Kind, and produce a male instead of a female.

Under this process, in order for the female to fail to ful-
fill the Law of Kind and reproduce herself relatively instead of
absolutely, the fiminine element of the foetus atrophies, while
the masculine element hypertrophies, as a result of which there
%s bgrn a boy, in whose body appear the rudimentary organs of the

emale,

As we shall more fully explain in succeeding articles, it
sometimes occurs that the transformation of the female into the
male takes place after birth. This transformation, for some un-
knwon reason, may be delayed until adulthood is reached. Then the
girl, to her consternation, finds her female qualities withering
away, with a corresponding development of her male qualities, and
the former girl becomes a man.

Knowing that Nature makes nothing in vain, and being The las-
ter Economist to the extent of making the same thing serve several
purposes, it seems strange indeed that scientists can see the
withered female crgans in the male organism, and not know that th-
ey have a meaning, and that a great mystery lies concealed here.
It seems stranger still that these learned men are unable to de-
tect the presence of this mystery, when they know that there are
men who can nurse babies, who are pregnant, who menstruate, who
have female generative organs so fully developed that they are
neither male nor female, but both in one body--hermaphrodites.

Scientists fail to understand the situation when they see
men with the female element so fully developed in their brain,
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that they love other men and shun women; and women with the nale
element so fully develo ed in their brain; that they love other
women and shun men.

This phase of the subject comes under the heading of Homosex-
uality. It is grossly misunderstood by science, and is defined
as "morbid sexual passion for one of the same sex” (Webster's Un=-
abridged Dictionary, 1928 Ed,) The matter is explained in Chapters
158 to 164 in my Science of Regeneration course. The correct ex-
planation throws a new light on the underlying cause and condition
of Homosexuality.,

The whole race is so seriously degenerated and unbalanced,
that it is with great difficulty and great labor that we are able
to picture, even remotely, the psychical and physical conditions
of the human crganisg in its Primal Perfection in the beginning.

I set out to do this in my Science of Regeneration course, and not
only find myself overwhelmed with the magnitude of the task, but
my discoveries are so contrary to the popular and scientific be-
liefs of the day, that my work is flooding me with ridicule and
criticism from one side, 2?d enthusiasm and praise from the other.

Anong other things, I have so far received 17 letters from as
many different persons whose physical condition is such that they
were a mystery to themselves and the doctors they consulted. Bub
with the aid of the information contained in my Science of Regener-
ation, these worried individuals are now informed of certain se-
crets of Nature which enable them to understand themselves and
see the world in a different light.

CHAPTER NO. VI
THE VIRGIN BIRTH
By Dr. George J. Barwick

Dr. Clements has opened the way into one of these new fields
of learning that threatens to revolutionize the science of Sexol-
ogy, making the Bisexual the Primary Sex.,

What purpose did the body's Creator have in developing the
rudimentary reproductive organs of the opposite sex in both man
and woman? That these organs exist, no one can deny., There is no
theory connected with this claim,--it is a fact. These organs
develop from the very beginning of foetal growth. In fact, every
human is bisexual for the first few months of foetal life, John

Rathborae Oliver M. D., Ph. D,, expresses the thought in the follow-
ing words:

"Every man has rudimentary breasts; you are so used to them
that you forget their very existence, You may be forgiven for not
knowing that you possess, near the inner mouth of the bladder, a
rudimentary uterus (See Gray). It is the same way with the female,
She has rudimentary male organs., And why? Because while the baby
is developing in the mother's womb, the child is bisexual until
the fourth month,#

It must be remembered that these structures, although rudi-
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mentary, are composed of living cells containing active protoplasm .
that is carrying on the simpler metabolic processes, They are be-

ing maintained by the Life-Force. Therefore, to suggest that this
intelligent force has no purpose for so doing would be most un-
reasonable, Life continues to express passively thru these cells

in spite of the cries of "scientists™ denying them a purpose.

The doctors who at one time looked upon the tonsils and ap-
pendix as vestigial znd useless structures, and scoffed at anyone
who suggested that these structures had a physiological function,
look back upon their former stupidity and the suffering of their
unfortunate, patients, and view them as the inevitable outgrowth
of their i%noranca of the true purpose for which these organs were
created, here are no useless structures constructed in our bodies
by an intelligent Creator. We are bone with these organs. What
part do they play in our lives?

It will take explanations, not cirticism, to bring enlighten=- r
ment to anxious students of the Science of Life and Living.

The observation and experiences of numerous doctors thruout P
the world, who have viewed with wonder the startling phenomena of

male structures in the femele and female structures in the mele,
influencing the mannerisms and behaviour of these people, cannot
be annihilated by empty words of the dissenter, however strong his
language or convincing his arguments. Only he is qualified to
criticize who, thru a knowledge of the Laws of Being, presents a
more intelligent explanation of the phenomena of Virgin Birth.

If such an explanation were forthcoming, I'm sure Dr. Clements
would be the first to recognize it and to give due aredit.

It must be remembered that not only are these structures pres-
ent in humans, but that THEY EXERT A MARKED INFLUENCE ON THE THINK-
ING, MAWNNERISMS AND ACTS OF PEOPLE. This influence is of varying
degrees, ranging from extreme feminism in the male to almost un-
noticeable female traits that have been studiously hidden by the
person who was at first quite congcious of them.

Who has not seen the masculine woman? Countless women, and
not all of them old women, find themselves with a growth of beard
and mustache. They are told that this unfortunate affliction is
the result of a glandular derangement,

What glands are these that have such a profound influence on
the female body as to present symptoms normally masculine? There
exists a noticeable gap in scientific knowledge concerning such
matters., At this early stage of the study many physicians dram-
atically strut their ignorance before a gullible public as the
acme of scientific progress, and find it quite profitable to ped-

dle their glendular pellets to a host of other pecuniary-minded
"doctors®,

All biologist list property of protoplasm. Sex is not limit-
ed to the pressnce of generative organs. The spermatozoon is un-
iversally proclaimed as male, yet how do we determine its sex®?
Shall we say that the protoplasm contained within the walls of
these male cells is an exception to the Law and void of the funda~
mental property of reproduction§460r shall we finally learn that
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even "male" germ cells can reproduce regardless of whether or not
it assume the form of & male cell?

Biologists and physiologists tell us that the young are born
with & given number of germ cells and when these are exhausted
the body'!s supply is at an end. This false teaching arises from
their inability to conceive of the male cell reproducing. If the
germ cell is incapable of reproduction, then the somatic or body
cells are superior to the germ cell because they can reproduce and
maintain themselves, while the germ cells cannot. This is not so.
The germ cell is itself supreme, bisexual, immortal.

Denton J. Snider in his "Biocosmos" says:

"The scientist after Darwin who has most directly pushed in-
to the heart of the subjeot is the German Weismann., He illustrated
and enforced the distinction between the germ-cell and the body=-
cell, the former is transmitted, the latter is not. Accordingly
all heredity comes down through the germ-cell or germ-plasma; nec=-
essarily this means that there has been a continuous cellular
stream through all organic existence from the original fountain of
Life which is tapped and flows forth into these germ-cells, eternal,
immortal, till the Life of this poanet ceases. On the other hand
the body~-cells are purely individual, are not inherited®,

We see from this that Virgin Birth is a fact in cell life,
even with the so-called male céll. These cells produce others of
their kind without the intervention of an "opposite sex®,

The important study of Cytology has been neglected, the
stress being placed on the study of physiology as a sceilnce of the
functions of organs. As a result, the body is viewed as a set of

organs, its pathological symptoms are organic symptoms, while the
cell is taken for granted.

Degeneration or "disease' of the body begins and advances in
the cells long before any organic symptom presents itself., Metab-
olism is a cellular prooess, Nutrition is a cellular activity.
Elimination is a cellular property. In fact, every important
function of the body is conducted by the cells. The organs were
formed from and by these cells to supply the needs of thess im-
portant vital units. The purpose, of organs, then, is to serve
the cells by furnishing all the required needs and removing the
waste left after the cells have finished their labor.

The humble cell has been sadly slighted by practitioners of
2ll branches of the healing art. The Naturopath erroneously calls
the fast a “physiological rest®™., Physiologically the body appears
at rest, Cytologically the cells are laboring strenuously, elim=-
inating and purifying the body. Yhat is accomplished by the fast
is done by the ever-active c¢ells, These minute structures play
an important role in the fast, neutralizing and eliminating the
cell-foes (toxins). How thoughtless to call these activities
"physiological rest".

The secretions of the glands are elaborated by the cells of
the gland. This is true of the gonads or sex glands. The secre-
tions from the sex glands have a marked influence upon behavior of



a person, the intensity of their influence depending upon the act-
iveness of these structures,

We have here viewed the Virgin-Birth teaching Cytologically,
and found that these vital protoplasmic specks are continually em=
ploying a reproductive process that some “scientists® bellieve
grossly impossible, cthers, theoretical. The type or‘raproduction
discussed here is therefore not so vague, so theroretical, or so
remote as students of this wonderful study at first suspect.

Critics who claim that Dr. Clements looks upon man as a
spook™ because he explains the body’s functions by the advanced
teaching of the influence of Vital Energy and Life-Force, should
have learned by now that there has never been a satisfactory me-
chanical explanation presented, and there never will be.

Physiological functlons are not entirely chemical. The Chem=~
ico-mechanical theory is sadly inadequate. Life, and the energies
it produces and employes in executing physiological phenomena,
althoungh difficult to comprehend and still more difficult to ex-
plain, is an undeniable FACT.

Truth does not rely for its existence upon the under standing
of man. Call Life a spook, a ghost, or what you will, but al-
though you use a less appropriate term, you cannot detract from
its reality. It should be most amusing to read the explanations
and definitions that these critics would give of terms used daily
by themselves.

The science of Regeneration by Dr. Clements commands the ad-
miration of thinking men and women. It is a compilation of facts
that have long remained unexplained., It inspires us to think of
what greater teachings may yet come from this fertile mind.

Viewed micro-organically, some of the teachings of the schools
of both drug and drugless therapy, become an open farce. I cannot
here deal with the many revelations that unfold by means of this
new perspective set forth by Dr. Clements.

Dear Dr, Clements:

It seems that Dr. Shelton is getting a bit heated up about
his debate with you; and I'1l have to admit that he had a very
good argument in the August issue.

I want to go into the subject of the Virgin Birth more when
I get the opportunity because I have not come to any settled opin-
ion regarding the possibilities for or against this theory. How-
ever to believe in it according to your teachings certainly would

cause any one interested to lead a more perfect life at any rate.
""Mj-ss Jn H'

Note: When a certain course can be pointed out that leads
to race improvement it is logical to assume that such course is
the one that humanity was intended to make. That humanity in the
beginning did not take that couise is sufficiently proven by the




degradation and degeneration in which we now find the race.--Cle=-
ments,

SCIENCE OR SENSATIONALISM--WHICH?
By Dr. H. M. Shelton, D.P., D.N.T,

In further support of his theory that man is a degenerate
woman, or rather that both "men and women are the degenerate des=-
cendants of a common progenitor, possessing in one perfect organ-
ism the Dual Elements of Creation, Clements writes:

"The male is sterile, barren, unproductive. He cannot create
himself nor procreate himself, He must depend for his existence
upon the female that produced him. When she rises above her pres-

ent degeneracy and can procuce herself absolLutelLy instead Of rel-
ativel she Will then £ive Dirth LO nor more degenerate, sterilie,
barren, unproductive of%gg;iqgsj and the male, being only a de-
formed, degenerate female, Will then QGlSappear.

"Can we cuestion the correctness of this philosophy when we

see females degenerating 1nto males Tight beilore our eyes? ledi=

cal literaturec cites thousands Of cases Of females LUrning into

males, otudents 1n many lands have Sent Clements OLLppings Of

accounts 0f cases Of Such transiormebionl. LN Deoedber-l%%QE The
rl a

large newspapers of Gthe worid reported the case Of & etels
becoming a man with the aid OFf a slight surgical operation.

"No one but fools would doubt the theory of Evolution if they
saw _monkeys turning into men, 1hat event would be a ifact Of oper=

ation, NO surgicel operation can make & man Of a monkey. NOG ev-
en Lhe breeding Of men With female apes 18 ablLe LO produce the
"missing 11ink", The differences in EEe chemistry o% the blood is
SO marked ©

e e

hat impregnation Will not ocour, Regardless Of these
faocts of experience and observation, the theory Of Bvolution is

considered scientific, while the doctrine Of ﬁﬁa Virgin Birth is
considered ancient sugersfitlon.“

As an example of the above, Clements refers to the case of
Zedenka Koubkva, 24, of Prague, Czechoslovakia who, after having
"won athletiec fame as a girl had her sex changed and is now work-
ing as a man," He does not know what the "slight surgical opera-
tion" was that changed the girl into a man. 1In fact Clements,
who believes in surgical miracles, knows nothing of the matter ex=-
cept what he learned from sensational newspaper stories,

How can a slight surgical operation cause this girl's womb,
tubes, ovaries, etc., to disappear and have their places filled
with testicles, prostate glands, cowper's glands, seminal tubes,
penis, etc.? When we see these things we may be willing to con-
sider that his non-sensicel theory has some reasonable basis, al-
tho this would still not be conclusive proof.

Clements cuotés the following from a paper read before the
86th annual convention of the American Medical Association by
Dr. Emil Novak, a “prominet Baltimore biologisti:--
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"There is no man that is all man, nor is there a woman that
is all woman, There is a bit Of the fsminine in all males, and all
women have & faint streak Of the MasculLine, "

This chin-music is as old as the hills, When it is boiled
down it simply means that man and women are both human and that
there are no exolusively feminine nor exclusively masculine traits,
The truth is that "mesculine® and “feminine® traits are largely
socially determined, and for this reason are simply variations in
human traits. It is dangerous to Clements? theory to admit that
there is any masculine in woman.,

A woman's breasts may atrophy, she may grow a beard, she may
develop a deep voice and take on "mannish® features as a result of
removal or of disease of the ovaries or of the suprarenal glands;
but she does not, thereby, become a man. A spayed pullet develops
all the colorings, comb, wattles, tail feathers and spurs of the
rooster, and may learn to crow, But "she" is only a sterile bird,
neither male nor female, A steer resembles a cow, but can neither
give birth to a calf nor produce milk.

We make ourselves ridiculous when we assert that having arti-
ficially altered the secondary characteristics of a girl or a hen,
we have converted the one into a man and the other into a rooster.
If the primary sex differences are metamorphosed into those of the
opposite sex, and if the changed creature can produce spermatozoa,
we will accept the change of sex. Otherwise, sensational tales by
publicity seeking "biologists® leave us cold, even if thesc papers

were read before that august body of super~geniuses that compose
the American Medical Association.

Clements has unearthed another "Great® scientist--~-one Dr.
David Causey, professor of biology, University of Arkansas. This
great man, in January of this year (1936), read a paper before
the American Association for the Advancement of Science, in which
he cltes "facts™ to "support® his assumption that "twilight ig
setting over masculinity in the animal world." He thinks the male
in all species is becoming extinet, and that sexual reproduction
is an after-thought that Nature is trying to forget.

Thus one hypothesis is supported by a number of sub-hypothe-
sis. These things don't constitute proof of anything except the
ingenuity of the human mind. Theories follow one another in mel-
ancholy succession--to the graveyard. Every meeting of any "soi-
entific" body listens to the serious discussion of hundreds of new
theories, Ninety-nine percent of them live no longer than it
takes for them to get into the newspaper.

HERMAPHRODITISM

True Hermaphroditism does exist in many plants and animals,
Sclentists have two theories concerning the matter. One is that
hermaphroditism was the original condition, and that uni-sexuality
resulted by evolution. The other i1g the exact opposite, There
are scientists who believe both theories, and that the original
and secondary conditions varied with different species.

These things are only theories and the latter one may be the
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nearest correct. Real proof is lacking in either case, so that
dogmatism is not in order.

Cleaments holds that woman produces man and that man originat=-
ed in woman. Seeking then for the origin of woman, he assumes that
she descended from some superior hermaphrodite being. The origin
of this superior being is not revealed to us,

There is not a single example of this superior being offered
in evidence. No fossils of the creature have ever been found. He
or she or it is a mere hypothesis, like the "missing link." It
exists only in the imagination of Clements.

Clements may reply thaet "living fossils™ exist in the form of
rudimentary female organs in the male, and rudimentary male organs
in the female, .The legitimate inquiry here is: are these things
really rudiments or vestiges? Do they point backward to a prior
condition, or are they prophesies of the future? Are they remains
of once functioning organs, or the beginnings of organs that will
be serviceable in the future? Are they going up or going down?

Clements has them pointing both ways at the same time. In
his theory they point backward to what once was, and forward to
what is to be again. They seem to have gone downward until they
"touched bottom," and now are going up the hill on the other side.
His theory only lecks proof. Sensational newspaper stories of

women being turned into men by "elight surgical operationsi do not
constitute proef,

Aristotle thought that woman was a case of arrested develop-
ment; that she represented naturets failure to make a man. TLester
Fo. Ward, taking a gynecocentric view, regarded the female sex as
the primary and the male sex as secondary in the organic scheme,
Both views seem to have been disproven by biology.

Clements also lays great stress upon a long-since discarded
hypothesis that there was a period of history when women ruled-=-
the matriarchate. This theory was popular during the last century
and was accepted by Ward and the feminist leaders of the time.
Historians, archeologists and anthropologists have shown that this
hypothesis was based on inadequate data, and it is no longer ser-
iously held.

In this as in much else presented by Clements, he is wading
around in the guesses and speculations of forty and fifty years
ago, and has closed his eyes to the flood of water that has passed
under the bridge since the days of Bachofen.

The female did not produce the male and does not now produce
him, Clements ignores the primal facts of the procreative pro-
cess. The body of a man or woman is produced by the germ plasma,
and neither sex can produce this, They serve only as repositories
and channels thru which it flows, So far as observation and ex-
perimental evidence can show, one sex is as necessary as the other
to this process,

Until we find a woman who came into being without the aid of
a father, we are as justified in saying that '*she must depsnd for
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her existence upon the mele thet produced her,” as we are in say- \

ing, es Clements does, thet *he must depend for his existence up-
on the female that produced him,"

It is true thet by himself, men is sterile, barren and unpro=-
ductive, altho his sterility and unproductiveness are only rela-
tive, Potentially he is fertile and productive. It 1s also true
that, stending alone, without the mssistsnce of men, women is elso
reletively sterile, barren and unproductive,

Men or women cannot go it slone. Both are necessary.
COMMENT BY CLEMENTS

Shelton dodges facts snd juggles words in order to confuse
the reader. He neither tries to prove nor disprove the Virgin
Birth theory. His discussion produces no heneflts,

Shelton knows better when he slleges 1t's only chin-muslc to
sssert that the qualities of male and femele appear in all people
to a greater or lesser degree, with none who have not in their
body both quslities to a certain extent.

Some people possess both qualities, physically, in such mark-
ed degree that they ere neither mele nor femele, but beth in one
body, celled hermaphrodites.

Shelton may call this condition & "freak" of Nature, not
knowing that Nature is not engaged in the work of produoing freaks
that are good for nothing., These alleged freeks are the result of
humen hebits end practices that interfere with Nature's processes,

It is not the work of God thet idiots and cripples are born,

or that "fresks" come into being. God does the best He can under
the circumstances.

In the production of hermephrodites, God does the best He
can under the circumstences; eand the resulting deformity in physi=-

cal construction due to inimicel conditions, some ignorently call
"fresks."

Science admits that Women is the mein trunk of the race, and
under the leaw of heredity, woman must possess potentially, all the

physical qualities of the Creative Principle, which would include
the physicsel qualities of the male,

Men is such by reason of his creative system; end if woman
did not possess the male elements potentially, man could not poss=-
ess them actually., This is true under the Lew of Heredity,

Man is such becsuse he has in a developed state thet which
woman has in a rudimentery state. It is the hypertrophy of the

male element in the femsle, with e corresponding atrophy of the
female elements, that constitute man.

Shelton refers to the "gynecocentric view" of Prof. Werd,
and asserts that Ward's views seem to have been disproven by bil-
ology. As a matter of fect, biology hes produced no evidence to
disprove Ward's views. Here is what Werd says:
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"That which m t naturelly surprise the philosophical ob-

server is no A s femels 1s usua superior to the male, but

thet the male should have edvanced at & eyond its primal estate
85 eilLher & 1er 2 organlism sttache 0 e femBle, or, 8t
mosfF 8 minute organiam aegacﬁea from her but devoted excius{vel

o0 the same purpose. n oLher words, while female superiority 1s
8 perfectly natural condition, maie aevelopmsn requires explana=-

tion™ (fure SOCLO10PY).

Being prejudiced in the beginning, with spparently no desire
to present known facts of biology and physiology for the enlight-
enment of the resder, but concerned only with evidence that might
support his questionable side of the case, Shelton closes his
eyes and spars with words to confuse the reader, while he stud-
iously avoids the mention of eny bilologicsl or physiologicel prin-
ciple thet might go against him,

The experiments of modern scientist show that "the spermato-
zoon (of the mele) can be replaced by @ chemical or physicel
agent (in the function of resproduction). Only the femesle element
is essentizl" (Alexis Csrrel, M., D,, in Men, the Unknown, 16th
ed., 1935, pi 91)'

, Shelton refuses to notice these important discoveries of
science, and also ignores the important fact that modern scient-
ists have recognized the evidence which appears to show that the
zncient compiler of the Book of Genesis undoubtedly had access to
an old tredition, extending back so far into the distant pest,
that it definiteiy mentioned a time in men's history when he was
still clinging to his Mother's Apron-string, end filling a very
minor role in humen affairs. For the Scribe wrote:

( Man shell cleave to his wife: and they shall be one flesh
Gen, 2: .

These words have deep significance when properly considered,
They picture & state of haermony between the ancient record and
the rational opinions of modern biologists. This ancient men,
cleaving untoc his wife ss a child unto its Mother, is revealed
before our eyes s Vard's minute male orgenism, detached from the
femele it is true, but still devoted exclusively to the minor
function of a Fertilizer.

Hed the Ancient Scribe been sble to reach back a little far=-
ther into the night of time, he might have startled the world by
dregeging ocut into the light those o0ld records which would reveal
the glorious period of the Golden Age, when the Perfect Man, made
in the likeness and image of God, a Superior Creestive Unit, lived
130 yeers, end then begat a son in his own likeness, after his
imege: eand called his neme Seth (Gen. 5:1-73),

That definitely recorded event occurred ages before the de=-
formed cresture came into being, who was c¢cslled Viomen "because she
was taken out of (the womb of ) Men" (Gen, 2:23).

The biblicel record means nothing to Shelton, and he never
refers to it becsuse it cuts the ground from under his feet. He
is so ultre-modern that he refuses to listen to the empty prattle



of 8 group of Ancient Ignorsmuses. He is following "Men of Sci- ‘
ince" who, according to that-great scientist Cerrel, "are guided
by ch?noe, and don't know where they are going™ (Men, The Unknown,
Pe 23).

Bisexuslism is Perfection

G. R. Clements, LL. B., N. D., D. C., 0. D., Ph, D,

Heving taken some random shots et Shelton, I shall now bring
up the shock-troops. When they have finished their work, the job
will be done. So here goes==-

1. If Primsl Perfection was the First Fruits of Creation,
then the present condition of imperfect Uni-sexuslity is the re=-
sult of Daevolution.

2. If the Immaculate Conception end the Virgin Birth is a
higher process of generation than Sexual Reproduction, then the
present process of human propagetion is the result of Devolution.

3. If the more perfect state of en Organism is thet in
which it has the greetest freedom to exercise and express the
fundemental functions pertaining to its constitution and construc-
tion, then the present subjection of the femsle to the male in
the process of reproduction is e condition of limitation eand re-
striction upon the Primal Function of Life thet is the result of
Devolution.

L. If Sexual Reproduction is the fundamentsl process of hu=-
man propegation, then the Creative Principle of the Universe has
surrendered to the power of ren the supreme prerogative of race

perpetuetion, snd to that extent Men is superior to the God that
made him,

5. If Sexuel Reproduction is the primel and fundemental pro-
cess of human propagstion, then there is no logicsl explesnation
of the reason why the sex act 1s regerded es the limit of immor-
ality, end why it has been generally condemned by the saged of
philosophers of &ll eges.

A consistent discussion end scientific explanetion of the
five fectors sbove enumersted, would solve some of the deepest
mysteries of human existence. A lack of definite knowledge in
this field is responsible for much of the misery that burdens the
race, For that reason this work is presented for the purpose of
throwing a 1ittle light on this derk subject,

Leading biologists decalre that recent findings appear to
indicete thet the race was not originelly composed of imperfect
uni-sexusl individusls, es at present. They hold thet Bisexual-
ism is the only perfect stete, end that in its primsl perfection
humenity was caomposed of Bisexuel Beings.

These startling discoveries and opinions cest & strange light
on the Edenic parable in Genesis. The whole trensection thet is
seid to have occurred in the Gerden of Eden, is fraught with
difficulties on the arthodox interpretstion. The popular theory
on which the parsble is founded, is sufficient to cast discredit
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on the regular reeding of the narrastive, It sppears unreasonable
and inconsistent that a loving Grestor would place in the wey of
Eve, 8 Temptation that He knew she could not resist,

The effect that wes to follow the eating of the forbidden
fruit, eppears on its face to furnish the most lsudable motive
for v{olating the commend, It is evident from the oonsequences
thot followed, and from the curse entailed, thet ™eating of the
forbidden fruit” is merely e figurative mode of expressing the
course of conduct considered necessery for the perpetustion of
the rasce, This asct, in its origin, was believed to be the source
of all evil. If thet be true, then no remedy sppears in the New

Testament under orthodox interpretstion, end humenity is still
lost,

The curse inflicted on Eve hes slweys been & puzzle to com=-
mentetors, Whast connection is there between the eating of fruit
and sorrow in bearing children® The true meaning is evident when
conception and child-bearing eppear as the direct consequences of
the aot forbidden (Gen. 3:16). If thast be true, then no remedy is
provided under orthodox belief in & crucified God.

The Edenic parsble deels with fundemental principles. It in-
volves the Law of Oreetion. The law has two phases, but in humen
generation only one is reocognized by science. These two phases
ere (1) Spiritusl Generation and (2) Physical Generation. Paul
refers to both. He shows that they sre the substence of the Ed-

enic pareble (Rom., 7:21=23), So does John, who mentions the
first phese of the law in these words:

"Whosoever is born of God (spiritusl generstion) doth not com-
™t sin; for his seed (of 1life) remeineth in him; and he cannot
sin, becsuse he is born of God (without expenditure of the Semin-

el Essence of life). In this the children of God ere manifest"
(1 3. 3:9, 10).

John is more brief es to the seocond phase of the Law. He
merely says:

"There is a sin unto desth" (1 J. 5:16).

But Paul stresses the importence of the subject by discours-
ing 8t length upon it. He says:

"I see snother lsw (of crestion) in my (generative) members,
warring egainst the (spirituasl) lsw of my mind, end bringing me
into cantivity to the law of sin (carnsl, physical, sexusl gener=-
ation) whioh is in my (generstive) members™” (Rom. 7:23).

Paul is puzzled, There stands the command to be fruitful
and multiply, the law that Psul would serve (Gen., 1:27). And
there stands the commend of Death for those who serve thet law
(Gen. 2:17). So with the philosophers of the ages he cried out:

"0 wretched msn thet I am! who shall deliver me from the
body OF thiS 068 th?"—<Rom, 7: 2l

Paul knew thst the Edenic persble conceals an encient phalllc
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legend, He knew that men's redemption depends upon & correct
interpretation thereof., He knew thet generation should not lead
to degenerstion and death. He knew thet immortality grew out

spiritusl generetion., He knew thet enimels, like the smoeba, par-
emecium, eto. enerate asexuslly end sre endowed W eterna
117 ﬁe knew that such generstion was possilbe in man, But he

B,
sadmitted that the secret thereof was unknown to him.

The correct interpretstion of the Edeniec parable is based
on the Law of Generation., The secret concesled in the parable
hed been discovered long ago, if modern science were not ruled by
etheism., A Creative Principle is superfluous when Mstter can or-
genize and animete itself., When the process of Evolution begins
with the primordiel 1life cell in the sea, and ends with the de-

velopment of man, that is enough to discredit the theory of a
Creatlve Principle,

The theory of Evolution is the product of deflcient knowledge.
Bacon wisely said thet & little lesrning inclines men's minds to
atheism. But more leasrning inclines men's minds back egein,

Modern biologists turned more light on the theory of Evolu-
tion, 2and saw thet it felled to setisfy the law. This led them
to deeper studies of the Creative Function, end their recent dis-
coveries ere stertling the world. These discoveries show that
the Edenic parable deals with the decline of humsnity from per-

fection to imperfection. The decline, or fall, grew out of the
Creative Function.

This newer knowlsdge explsins the problem. It explsins why
the formative orgens of the femsle appeer in @ rudimentary state
in the mele. It expleins the changes thru which the humen orgen=-
ism has pessed since the dawn of its creation. But the greatest
surprise is the discovery in this, that we have not yet equalled
the ancient scientists in knowledge of the humen body.

Leading sexologists now assert thet originel ly there was not
a separstion of the sexes. The Dual Quelities of Crestion appear=-
ed in one supreme organism, which the ancients regarded as the
Virgin Mother. The name we give to this Superior Being is im-
material. Our patriasrchsl religious systems consider this Super-

iortBeing a8 a Bisexwl Men. Many sges sgo Plato said on the sub-
Jeot:

"Primitive man was masculine-feminine in @ single being; but
men having sinned, God separsted the mesculine from the feminine,
end formed therefrom two modified beings. But notwithstanding
this, there are yet two belngs in the acutel men, which ere sep-
arated from each other through continuence in sin" (The Benquet).

The Evolutionist ridicules such statements. They are the
work of anclent superstition, In the animasl kingdom there has sl-
ways been, as now, 8 separetion of the elements of crestion. But
Prof., lLester F. Ward presents a different opinion, He seys:

"Life begins 2s female...The femele 1s the fertile sex, and
whatever 1s fertile is regerded as female, The femele is not on-
ly the primery and original sex, ‘gut continues throughout as the




main trunk. Life begins with the female orgenism and 1is csrried
on for e long distence by meens of femsles slone., Assuredly it
would be sbsurd to consider as mele en orgsnism propegeting esex-
ually" (Pure Sociology, p. 313).

ITf Werd's opinion is correoct, the Virgin Mother legend of
the sncients becomes @ fact in Nature, If the femasle for long
ages constituted the race, then reproduction occurred under the
process of the Immsculste Conception snd the Virgin Birth. Evi-
dence to support this view sccumuletes as we proceed, Prof.T.
C. Street writes:

"It is understood by sll occultists thet the mele as he now
exists is a mere half body. The true human comprises a perfect
attunement of the Masculine and the Feminine (elements) in one
personality., Until the two (helves) become one (unit), unrest,
change, decsy, death, sorrow, disease, suffering, want, bondsge,
injustice, selfishness, vice, eand sin must continue to exist. The
male (element) sepsrsted (from the femsle element) is the source

of 311 error end evil in the world" (Hidden Way Aocross The Thresh=-
old).

These thoughts becoms more impressive when we remember thet
it wes only efter “"the sons of God saw the da%égtera of men that
they were falr; an ey 100 emwives of & h chose", that
"God_sawW that the wiockedness of man was great in ﬁﬁe aarfﬁ, end

Thet every imignation of the thoughts of his heart was only svil
continuelly’ en, 6:2, 5).

Here sppears strong evidence of a change in huslan conduct and
human condition, It is so marked snd so varied from thet of pre-
vious zges, as to merit especisl attention. If the procedure of
men's taking wives wes then a practice so strange and so extra-
ordinery as the ancient account eppears to indicate, this fact
seems to show that we asre here quite close to the days when the
perfect bisexuasl orgenism finelly lost its creative capacity, end
made its degenerative descent into uni-sexuslity. It is a serious
loss for us that the record at this point is so brief. But we
shell see ss we proceed thet evidence sccumulates to support the
suggestions now mede.

Frances Swiney contends that humen perfection in conduct asnd
condition dafenﬂa upon human perfection in orgenization. To deny
that contention is to deny e sclentific fact, To this end she
observes:

"The deep important of the single life of Jesus has not yet
been fully comprehended, He in every respect fulfilled in Him-
self, as an i1desl and es e living example, the perfect ocomplement
of both sexes. In Him was brought to pass the realization of the
occult saying attributed to Him by the esrly church fathers.,..
'4ind one asked Him saying, 'When shell Thy Kingdom come?' Jesus
enswered and said, When the two shall be one, and that which is
without as that which is within, end the mele with the femsle,
neitger male nor female™ (Seying of Jesus).--Awakening of Women,
p-9-

Swiney states that in this connection "it is intersesting to
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note Comte's prophecy, thet in the future evolution of the race,

Tomsn'will produce children without the help of the male element”
Ibid.).

Henry Proctor, F. R. S, L., M. R, A, S., of London, who re-

gards the Edenic persble as dealing with the Law of Creation,
says:

"Now this (view expressed by Plasto, Ward, Street, Swiney,
end others~-Clements) is just the ides conveyed in the sublime
symbolism of thet mervellous Epic of BEden end the Fall in Genesis"
(Evolution & Regeneration, p. 101).

Mystery of Rudimentsry Orpesns

Modern soisnce has been perplexed by the fact, that the male
possesses sll the orgasns of the femele, in & vestigiel, rudimen-
tary, retarded, arrested state of development. Biologists now
point out that this condition could not exist, (1) if the orignsl
product of the Creative Principle was perfect, and (2) if males
and femeles were distinct types. But this would be the exact con-
dition if men were originally produced by woman,

Under the Law of Heredity, women cannot produce nor reproduce
any type other than her kind, Under this Lsw, woman, who had
produced 2ll humanity, and who still produces all humanity, could
not, cannot, give birth to a distinect type.

Man has always been born of woman, She is still his Mother,
and he isstill her child. Present men has alwsys been her child,
and he continues to bear in his body and will slwsys bear in his
both, certain snatomical merks as evidence to prove that he weas
and is born of womsn.

However, due to certein degenerative influences working
changes in her orgsinism, woman's creative centers would, in time,
become weakened and incepacitated. She could not produce her
kind sbsoclutely, but would produce her kind only relatively, with
some of her distinctly formative quelities undeveloped and at-
rophied in the offspring.

The product of this faulty function could not be normsl. It
would be an ebnormal, deformed, malformed cresture, possessing
the receptive formative elements in a rudimentary state, with
the positive (male) elements in a hypertrophied state.

The final effect of this faulty function and unbalanced state
would be the development of unbalanced orgesnisms, the two halves
now called male and femsle. In course of time, all knowledge of
this degenerative development would be lost end forgotten, and
the unbalanced orgenisms, called male end femals, would become
racial characteristic, and be regarded as normel structures,

The present male possesses the rudimentery nipples, mammary
glends, ducts, snd internal orgens of the femsle. In some men
the mammary glsnds are developed to a functionsl degrees, ylelding
8 supply of milk sufficient to suckle offspring. Numerous in-
stences are recorded in medicel litersture where men have nursed
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infents. Such men are termed Gynoocomassts,

Bisexualism is still apperent in the body, It persists in
splte of the efforts mede to eradicete it. For thousands of yesars
the surpeion's knife has been used to destroy evidence of blsexu-
8lism. But the condition is buried so deeply in the flesh, that
it cannot be removed by surgicel operations, Leading biologists
ere now beginning to believe that it hes e meaning.

Novek seys thet every men hes s potentisl uterus (the uterus
in the floor of the prostatic urethrs p. 12.) Leuckhart writes:

"The Vesiculs Prostatice (in men) is universelly escknowledg-
ed to be homologous, or enelogous, to the femele uterus, togeth-
sr with its connected pessages."

Leland stetes that "the prostate in men is simply a womb
'out of employment'“ (Alternete Sex), Swiney seys that the male
is a differentisted, incomplete, melformed female (p. 28). Dsr-
win contends that the existing evidence of bisexualism still re-
maiging in the orgsnism solves the secret of man's origin. He
wrote:

"This homologous construction is intelligible only if we &d=-
mit descent from & Common Progenitor; and in order to understand
the existence of rudimentary orgesns, yve heve only to assume &and
consider the fact that a f ormer progenitor possessed the pesrts
in 8 perfect state, end thet under chsesnged habits of 1life they
becameé reduced by non- or disuse thereof". (Vasristion of Species)

There is much food for thought for that logicel &ssertion.
Weught observes:

"The urethra of the msle 1s esnalogous to the female urethra,
which is part of the clitoris; the prostatic glands are identical
in both sexes; the uterus masculinus found in males is identical
with the womb or vegina of the female, resultant from arrested
development, end is frequently referred to eas 2 defeotive uterus,
In ancient periods, removal of these so-called defective parts
was common, indicating that meleness or femsleness was inoressed
thereby" (Humen Anatomy, Century Ency. Dict.).

The scientific menner in which to solve this problem, is to
accept the faots es they appear and consider them in their natur-
el relation to the orgenism end its function. If Life is a Crea-
tive Force, it is not & sterile, barren, mesculine god. Its
characteristios are feminine, formetive, creative. Swiney says
that the manifestetions of Life appeer as female; end that if the
female alone is the fruitful orgenism, then it is clear that
"thgi? is only one Sex, and that is the creative femele" (Swiney,
p- .

"The female not only typifies the rsce," says Prof. Ward,
"but, metaphor aside, she IS the race” (p. 313). "She is the
oreative focus from whom proceed all humanity, Here we come face
to face with e long-forgotten truth: The first maele, the first
son of the mother, was ever virgin-born" (Swiney, p. 11) The
knowledge of this possessed by the encients is the basis of their
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doctrine of the Virgin Mother.

If the femsle sex is the reporducing, the fertile sex, the
mels, the fertilizer, is also femsle, but & differentisted, in-
complete, femele orgsnism, undeveloped in the distinctive crea-
tive orgens and functions of the femsle. Thus, there is only one
sex, the femele (Swiney, p. 28).

The male is secondary to the femele (Swiney, p. 12). To be
more specific, the mele is 2 melformed female, resulting from de~-
generative changes. This undeveloped, degenerate female is ster-
ile, baerren, unproductive. It cannot create itself, nor procre-
ate itself., It must depend for its existence upon the fertile
femsle thaet produced it. WVhen she rises sbove her present degen-
eraecy, and becomes competent again to reproduce herself absolute-
1y instead of reletively, she will then give birth to no more de-
generate, sterile, barren, unproductive offspring, and the male,
8 degenerate, deformed femsle, will disappesr.

The dawn of that day is sppearing. Leading biologists sre
sensing its spproach. Dr. David Ceusey, Professor of Biology,
University of Arkensaes, before the Americen Association for the
Advencement of Science, on Jenuary 1, 1936, at St. Louis, Mo.,
reed a paper on "The Decadence of the Male in the Animsl King-
dom,” in which he cited meny facts to support the asssertion thet
a "twilight is settling over msesculinity in the animel world,

and that the mele of all species is slowly becoming extinct." He
says:

"Sexual reproduction appeears to be an afterthought of Nature
which she is slowly trying to forget., Some species already show
evidence of swinging back to the time when life was perpetuated

without benefit of mesculine support (by the process of psrthen-
ogenesis--Clements).

"I wonder in those days long sheed, will your daughters
and my daughters some day point with amusement, in some grest mu-
seum of the future, to the besutifully preserved specimen of the
last men, stending elongside the greet auk end the dodo?"

Men A Degenerate Woman

Can we question the correctness of this philosophy when we
see females degenerating into meles right before our eyes? Med-
ical litersture cites numerous instances of it. Students in
many lands heve sent Clements newspeper clippings of accounts of
cases of such transformetion. He received one from London, dated
June 2, 1934, concerning a girl of 18 who "completely changed in-
to a boy, physicelly."™ He received one dated May 16, 1935, about
a Chinese girl of 20, in Tientsin, who changed into s mele, phys-
icelly, end was declared to be & men by the physicien who mede
the examination, On December 28, 1935, the large newspapers of
the world reported the case of a girl athlete, age 24, who was
chenged to a man with the 8id of & slight surgical operation.

Accounts of this girl sthlete ohenging into s man recalls &
similar cese that occurred in Cincinnati asbout twenty years ago,
according to Dr, Reymond Hilsigggr, deputy county coroner, as




reported in the Cincinneti Post of December 30, 1935, which says:

"The Cincinnati cese wes that of & young women who, as she
reached sdolescence, developed mesculine cheracteristics. She
underwent an operation, became a man, married, and waes the father
of six children,

"In the Cincinnatl case, es in most similar cases, Dr, Hils=-
inger, s2id, the 'girl' was born with dusl cheracteristics (of
crestion), During youth, the less dominsnt mesculine traits of
the femele sex rule, he said. As adolescence approaches, dormant
mssculine traits appear. A surgicel operation brings the new
personality to the fore, leaving the old insctive."

We cite in our Secisnce of Regenerstion Course, cases of men
who suckle offspring, of men who menstruate, of men who heve be-
come pregnant, with the embryo removed by a surgical operation,
of men with normel msle orgsns, but who sare so strongly feminine
psychically, thet they love men insteasd of women. They leave
"the natursl use of the women,"™ says Paul, end, men with men,
indulge in the disgusting sexusl practice of Sodomy, buggery,
pederasty (Rom. 1:27).

Sexologists are agreed on one vitsl point. They concede
thet sexual differentietion is only spperent, and not actuel.
They report numerous ceses in which certain individuels, after
5 careful medicsl exeminstion, were pronounced female, whsreas
the opposition condition was later proven. Such facts show that
sexual differentistion is only reeletive, and not resl.

Medical literature contasins e bundent evidence to shaow, thet
sexusl differentistion is not due to the creation of distinat
types. The evidence shows that sexusl varistion and differenti-
etion sre the result of degenerative chenges and abnaormal condi-
tions, with meny individuals representing, to a more or less de-
gree, both sexes,

Dr. Emil Novak, prominent biologist of the Gynecological
Department, John Hopkins Medical School, Baltimore, declares
that "there is no men that is all men, nor s women who is all wo-
ren." He made that statement in & pesper "read before the Section
on Pathology and Physiology st the 86th annual session of the
Americsn Medical Association" on June 14, 1935, in which he re-
ported & case of Inter-Sexuslity in a girl 19 yesrs old, consid-
ered in early 1ife as a normal femele.

Only a fool would doubt the theory of Evolution if he thus saw
monkeys turning into men. That event would then be e fact of
observation. No one but an ignoramus would attempt to deny it.

No surgicel operetion can make a msn of a8 monkey, Not even the
breeding of men with female apes will produce the "missing link."

Dr. Ivanov, of Russia, experimented for years in attempts
to produce an "epe-man." He tried to establish the "missing
1link" by crossing men with female chimpanzees, but failed., The
difference between the lowest human and the h{ghest beast was
found to be so vaest, thet the breeding of females chimpenzees to
men produced no results., 161



The difference in the chemical composition of the two germs
was so grest, that no union of the mele germ of the human would
occur with the female germ of the beast. Here appears the Law
of Creation that decrees each after its kind, and thet prevents
the pollution of its work. Regardless of these fects of experi-
ences and observation, the theory of Evolution is considered sci=-
entifio, while the trsdition of the Virgin Mother is considered
an encient superstition,

The Bisexual Progenitor

Blologists have at last grasped the stertling truth, that
man 1s only e degenerate womsn, Prof, Albrecht, writing on the
obscure diseases of men, clearly avers thet "males are rudimentary
femeles," T, H, Liontgomery concludes, from a general Teview of
the leading facts of development, physiology, and anatomy, that
the male is less developed and more ewmbryonic then the female.
He draws attention to the fact, that when one sex is rudimentary
in comparison with the other, it is ususlly the mele.

Biologlsts declare thst the fertile orgsnism alone has been
the crucible and workshop in which hes been formed the handiwork
of Creation. Obviously, it would be the fertile end more perfect
embryo that would suffer from a chenge to less favorable condi-
tions, and would accordingly appesr ss an incomplstse, undeveloped
organism, thus being "transformed from & normal to an abnormal
phase of orgesnization--abnormal until, by repested hereditary
transmissions over e long period of time, the chenged condition
or structure has become a racisl charscteristic” (Swiney). This
reciasl charecteristic having existed so long, misleads the Evolu-
tionists who know not the originsl formstion of the organism,

gnﬂ consider &s normel the present state of imperfect Unisexual-
sm.

The male is male not becsuse it is a distinct type, but be=-
cause the orgenism is more mesculine snd less feminine; beceause
the receptive (female) element is etrophied, while the positive
(male) element is hypertrophied. That is the resson why traces
of the male element eppear in all females, end traces of the fe-
male element eppeer in all meles., H. H., Rubin, M, D., says:

"It is probable that 100 per cent 'maleness' or 'femsleness!
does not exist-~for in every individual there is some leaven of

tg? cheracter of the opposite sex” (Your Mysterious Glands, p.
59).

This knowledge explains the sppeasrance of hermaphrodites and
psuslo-hermaphrodites, of which conditions medicel records con-
tein numerous accounts. That state of development has been & my-
stery to modern scisnce. It is regarded by the Evolutionist as
8 "freak" of Nature., Things sppesr as "freaks™ to those only who
lack understanding, or are blinded by pre judice. The theory of
Evolution prevents scientists from seeing in Hermephroditism an

atigmpt of the organism to revert to its originsl type of Bisex=-
valism,

The Evolutionist holds that men ascended froma lower snimal
through a long process of progregsive development, This is the




doctrine of the grester from the lesser, of the stream rising
gbove its source, of something from nothing.

Natursl science presents the revolutionary philosophy of the
descent of men from s superior being of & bisexual nature, through
a process of devolution. This 1s the doctrine of the lessgser from
the greater, snd the lew of Cause snd Effect. If it is well
founded, it implies the future reversion of present, d ependent,
imperfect unisexusl beings bsck to the originel perfect, independ-
ent, bisexusl state, through progressive regeneretion,

Natural science recognizes the law thst nothing can be that
never wes, There cannot be relstive existence without absolute
existence., There csnnot be actusl existence without potential
existence. Everything that hes been, that is, or thst will be,
must first have potential existence., Every living thing was e
potentiality before it became en actuslity. These statements are
based on the scientific fact thet Something cannot come from Noth-
ing. There must be a Cause for every Effect,

Knowledge of this lew indicetes that the prior ocondition off
Bisexualism must have been, or the present condition of pseudo-
bisexuslism (hemephroditism) could never be., It teaches us that
the nresent condition of pssudo-bisexualism e ppears as the result
of an attempt of the organism, by the process of etavisticsl re-
version, to revive and resurrect the prior condition of Bisexu-
alism,

Pseudo-bisexualism appeers es pertisl sttempts of the orgsn-
ism to revert to its original form, say the leading biologists.
To meke the attempt successful requires compliance with the full
force of the law. As unfavorable conditions interfere, the at-
tempts of self-recovery only pertially succeed.

The modified sexedness of modern humenity is & serious hind-
erance to the recovery of prior Bisexuslism, For current and
inherent hebits of long sges must be changed and overcome, before
the organism can recover the full use of its latent functiona,
and regain the perfect balence of Bisexualiam,

Bisexuality versus Unisexuality

To determine whether our philosophy is well-founded, we
must consider whether Bisexuslity or Unisexuslity is the super-
ior state, If such considerstion shows thet Unisexuslity be su-
perior, then the separstion of the sexes is a condition of im-
provement, But if the reverse is shown, shen the sepsration of
the sexes must by regerded as s condition of retrogression, de=-
generation, devolution. '

The highest state of an organism is thet in which it has
the greatest freedom to exercise and express sll the functions
pertaining to its constitution and construction. To the extent
that en organism is independent of all external assistance and
circumstances, such orgaenism is perfect internally end function-
ally, end free from internasl liability to degeneration.

This degree of perfection 12 limited 2nd lost in direct
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ratio with the organism's need for externsl eid in the perform-
ance of its functions. Hence, the suspension of any function,
with the consequent atrophy of the organs thru which it is ex-
pressed, must be regerded as condition of deficiency and e merk
of degeneration. It would be inconsistent and illogiecel to sug-
gest thet atrophied organs represent snd indicete improvement and
sdvancement. On the contrary, they represent devolution, degen-
eration.

The "ability to create," says Prof, Fowler, "is women's most
mervelous power and function, becsuse its mission is paramount.”
The parsmount function of sn orgenism demends nerfect freedom in
expression. Consequently, it is logicsl to assume that the Crea-
tive Principle bestowed upon womsn, in the beginning, the most
caere, prevision, and protection, Nothing less could be expected
when it is known thet the race begins its existence in the female
womb, and is produced, preserved, snd perpetusted by the femele.

For this high purpose, "woman's position in the scele of
life," says Prof. Drummond, "is the most exaslted, the sovereign
one.” Therefore, it is unthinkasble to regsrd ss neturel or norm-

8l any degree of restriction or limitetion on women's supreme
function of ereation.

lioman is sovereign no longer. The race has declined from
its original plene. Meny importent fects sre cited to show that
this is so. The most salient and convincing of such facts is
the present condition of wormen, whose "ability to create" is lim-
ited. In the exercise of this primel function, she is dependent
upon the co-ogaration of men, and subject to his dominion. Her
positive qualities of crestion no longer function as they did in
the beginning, due to the atrophied state of the orgens thru
which this phase of the crestive function is expressed.

By reasson of this deficiency, women hss lost her sovereign-
ty, her supremscy. She has declined from perfect Bisexuelity in-
to imperfect Unisexuslity, This condition is a defect, a defic-
iency thaet is serious and extended.

Being unable and incompetent, becesuse of her deficiency, to
comply with the primery law of fructificetion, the defective fe-
male is forced to seek external aid to s2ssist her in the perform=-
ance of the paramount function of her organism, In order to be
fruitful and multiply (Gen, 1:28), her deficiency comp#ls her to
yield to and plece herself, toc a certain end definite extent, un-

der the power end control of the male, in order that she may ful-
£fill the Lew of Crestion,

It is egainst all the lews of reason and ell the principles
of Nature to suggest, that the formstive femele, on whom the very
existence of the race depends, should be oomgelled to submit to
the wish, will, and control of the sterile, barren, degenerate
son that she has unfortunastely produced, in order thst she may
conply with the law, snd exercise the most important and most
fundamental function of Life. To hold that this condition is
natural, normael, and regulsr, is equivalent to holding that the
Creative Principle of the Universe has surrendered to the power

of man, the supreme prerogstive OE race perpetustion,
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Any form of compulsion is e form of enslavement., It is =
definite limitation of freedom, In every instance it is & detri=-
ment end impediment to the welfare and the progress of any orgesn-
ism. In this instance, it affects adversely the fertile female
not only, but the entire resce., For the progress end the improve=-
ment of humanity in general, depends upon the unrestricted and
the untrsmmelled exercise by the femsle of her formstive forces.
Any restriction nr limitetion on the freedom of this function,
strikes at the very heart of the race,

The condition of compulsion in which the state of unisexu-
ality places the femele,is & positive condition of servitude.
The vietim of this servility 1s certein to be subject to end suf-
fer from the ebuse thet is slways present under ell forms of
serfdom, Therefore it is impossible for the female to bring
forth good fruit under & men mede law which decrees that--

“Thy desire shell be to thy husbend, snd he shell rule over
the" (Gen. 3:16).

Qur philosophy is supported by 1l the evidence accumulsted
in every investigstinn made of the metter. The present state of
unisexuality, which is responsible for all the evil desoribed by
Prof. Street and thoussnds of others, is the result of degenera-
tion. Furthermore, the condition of unisexuelity preserves and
promotes the very degeneration thet gave it birth, thus making
its perpetustion safe and certein,

The relative importsnce of the function of digestion and
reproduction is reasdily reveasled in the fact, that digestion pre-
serves the individual only, while reproduction preserves the en-
tire race. 4nd yet, the lesser function of digestion is per-
formed by the unisexuasl orgenism without the sid of any externsl
sgency. In this function it possesses the greatest degree of
freedom from and independence of all externsl assistence &nd
circumstances,

This scientific consideration of the gquestion shows beyond
the shasdow of 8 reasonsble doubt, that the "evolution of the
sexes™ is not & condition of progression, but & condition of de-
generstion, Therefore, in our study, of the separation nf the
sexes, we must desl with a problem of devolution, insteed of
evolution,

The Fatal Admission

Leading evolutionists sre ferced to admit, to the detriment
of their theory, thet unisexusl orgsnisms heve descended from
primodial bisexusl forms. They concede that the vestigial end
rudimentary orgens in the unisexuel orgsnism, have formerly been
functionsl in & prior progenitor, end that these argens are cap-
able of becoming so sgein.

Huxley writes:

"If of no use, rudirmentery orgsns, or parts, should have
disappeared long ago; but if they are of use, they are arguments
for telegony, which means that t%ey are of specisal value, of
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past and future service, both (Anatomy of Vertebrates).

Darwin declares:

"Grpsns not fully developed are of high physiological im-
portance to their possessors, and sre cepsble of redevelopment;
and this occurs--a circumstance well wor thy of attention--by
partisl reversion which we do find in certain individusls" (Des-
cent of Men).

"Organs of now trifling importence have been of high import-
ance to en early progenitor; end efter being perfected at & form=-
er period, have been transmitted in & more or less fudimentary
condition by modified descendants, until of slight or no use.”

"Any complex orgesn in a rudimentary state is direct evidence
of its once being functionel; and, in order to discover the meny
trensitionsl grades through which it has passed, we must look to
very anclent forms, wvhich have long since become extinct.”

"Finelly, rudimentary orgens, by whetever steps they may
have been degresded to their present seeming useless condition,
are but the record of e former stete of things, retained through
the power and laws of inheritance, and are as useful as--some-
times more useful then--parts or orgens that asre functional, in
tracing genealogical descendants., They mey he compared to let-
ters in 8 word, still reteined in the spelling but useless in the
pronunciation, nevertheless serving es & link or clue for identi-
fication, derivation, or origin." (Origin of Species).

How have these vestigal organs come to their resent aborted,

dorment, functionless state? Science pertiaslly describes the
process,

Darwin states:

"In order that rudimentary orgens mey be properly accounted
for, we have only to assume that & former remote progenitor pos-
sessed the psrts or orgens in question in a perfect stete, and
thet under changed habits of living, they become greatly reduced
or nodified from disuse, natural or unnstural selection.”

"Thus on the Theory of Descent with liodification, we may
conclude that the existence of rudimentery organs, in en apper-
ently useless condition, or even quite aborted, far from presente-
ing a strange difficulty, ocen be explained, when we consider evo-

lution from some sncestor who possessed all in s perfect func-
tional state,"

"Again, when a part or orgen has been developed in an ex-
treordinary degree in eany one individual or species, compared
with another of the sams genus, we mey conclude that this vart
has undergone an extraordinary amount of modification end variae=-
tion since the period when the seversl individusls or species
branched off, from the common progenitor of the genus,"

"ihen eny deviation of structure or constitution is common
to the parent, it is alsc transmégted in an sugmented degree to
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the offspring; hence we may feel sure of the theory of descent
with modification,™

"On the whole, then, we may conclude thet habit, use, or
disuse, snd the lsw of correlative vseristion, modify both consti-
tution snd structure; hence to trace originsl types we must not
forget, overlook, or omit to consider thoselong since extinct."

"There 1s no guestion but that one organ cen by use be ab-
normally developed, while snother by non- or disuse mey become
vestigisel or quite sborted. Use enlarges certsin perts, disuse
diminishes, end it is undenisble that netursl snd unnstursl selec-
tion are governing characters by which, end in which, habits sc-
suired become hereditary, end are subject to the laws of varia-
tion snd rehsbilitstion agsin.”

"In all species, or verieties, correlated varistion plays
en importent pert, so thst when perts have been modified or ch-
snged, other perts have been necessarily similsrly sffected or
modified; and so viewing it, Neture may be ssid to heve taken
peins to revesl her scheme of modificetion by means of rudiment-
sry orgens, embryological end homologus structure, but we are too
plind to understand the true meaning of them' (Veriestion of
Species).

5t. Hillasire end Gothe write:

"In the laws of compensation and ecomomy of growth, in or-
der to spend on the one side, Nature even is forced to economize
on the other, hence an orgen developed, st the expense of another
we may say, reduces the other by withdrewsl of the nutriment nec-
essary to it, owing to the excessive growth or use of the other
2d joining parts."

lLower Forms lLess Degenerated

Due to the simplicity of their orgenizetion and stability
of their constitution, the lower forms show trasces or Primordial
Bisexualism in @ more merked degree than the higher, Biologists
regard this fact as an indicetion thet the lower organisms heve
degenersted much less then the higher. They are more consistent
in their course hecause they ers less complex in their construc-
tion, and are ruled by Nature under the pover of Instinct.

Simplieity of orgenistion is a mark of perfection. The near-
est perfect of sll forms is the simple spherical cell, for it is
least 1liable to the action of degenerstive influences. Such is
the teaching of the sncient philosophers. This teaching is based
upon an importent prineiple.

Consciousness increases with the incresse in complexity of
organization; hence humsnity is the most conscious of all crea=-
tures. It is this higher conscience in men that renders him more
lieble to degenerative influences then any other orgenism, It is
by reason of his superior reesoning faculties, which accompany his
higher orgasnizstion, that meakes man free to be either 2 morsl or
an immorsl being. These superior reasoning faculties raise men
to a higher plane than can be atgained by any other creature,
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when righteously exercised, snd plunge him below the beast plane
when unrighteously exercised.

Scientists admit that, even among the simplest forms, en
apprecialbe change in structure end constitution has occurred
since primeval times, From the fossils of the Mesozoic strata,
they conclude that the pleants of that period were bisexusl. In

meny of these plents the sexes were less apparent than at the
present time,

Anima]l forms are al so plastic snd yielding. They readily
ad just themselves to new conditons, or to express new functions
when it becomes necessary under the law of gself-preservation.
These facts of experience snd observetion force biologists to

concede that rresent Unisexualism is a modified farm of previous
Bisexualism,

Evolutionists sdmit that the present mammals are descended
from "pre-marsupisl" forms, To deny thet marsupial forms are a
neer approach to Bisexuaslism would contradict & scientific fact.,
This knowledge constrains such scientists as Darwin, Huxley, end

others to admit that the mresent state of Unisexuality evolved
from Bisexuslity.

Huxley writes:

"There 1s every reason to suspect thst hermaphroditism (bi-
sexuelism) was the primitive condition of the sexusl apparatus,
eand that unisexuality is the result of the asbortion of the other
sex, in males snd femeles respectively". (instomy of Invertebrates)

Darwin says:

"I look et all the species of the ssme genus as certeinly
descended from a common progenitor, as have the two sexes of any
one species" (Origin of Species),

"There is a paresllel resemblance in the sexes, which proves
and shows their conformity in essential parts to some remote an=-

cestor or progenitor which mreceded them, before division of the
sexes",

"It has long been known, thet in the vertebrate kingdom, one
sex bears rudiments or various accessory orgens or parts pertain-
ing to the reproductive system, which are supposed to belong only
to the opposite sex; end it has been ascertained that at & very
eerly embryonic psriod, both sexes possess true mle and femsle
glands, hence some remote progenitor sppeers to have been herma=-
phroditic or androgyncus" (Descent of Wen).

Original Creation Perfect

The originsl work of Creation was perfect. The organization
of Matter into living forms indicetes the antecedent development
of Consciousness to a state of perfection, in which exist a pre-
vision and a provision, or the (1) powsr to see the end from the
beginning, end (2) to provide for all conditions, both potentisl
and actual. These powers are knggn as the Law of Vital Accommo-
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dation, snd the Law of Selective Adaptation.

Not only were organisms necesserily created perfect in their
beginning, but the work of Creation required, snd constantly re-
quires, the pmresence of certain conditions. This fact we dis-
cover by experience and observation,

Mo living form cen come into being until the conditions arse
such as to bring thet particulsr entity into existence., For in-
stance, the egg contains the potentielities of & chick, but the
chick will never become a reeslity unless the egg is surrounded
by conditions perfect for its development., One of these condi-
tions is, that the egg must be and remain in & temperature that
is constantly close to 103 degrees F, for a certain period of
time. Slight veriations in this temperature durhg thet time, ei-
ther up or down, are fatal to the developing chick in the egg.

After the chick 1s created and becomes an existing entity,
it will still perish if not surrounded by certein conditions. If
the veriation from these conditions is so slight s not to cause
death immedistely, or within a few days or a few weeks, then
death comes on by imperceptible degrees, by a process cf degener-
ation, creeping over the creature so greduslly and slowly, thet
the facts sare not known until the end is nesr. Then the facts
ere misunderstood and misinterpreted, end deeth is esttributed to
verious and imeginery csauses,

Creatures that ere limited in intelligence and are incapec-
itated by degeneration, are not only unable to creste themselves,
but must resort to externsl sid to procreate themselves. This
fact 1s sufficient to indicate that such creatures are dependent
upon thet origirnel perfect being from which they descend.

It is true that these creatures possess, under the Law of
Heredity, s portion of the orgens in & functionel degree pertain-
ing to that Crestive Being. But some of these orgasns have lost
their function and atrophied by reason of conditions of degenera-
tion during the intervening ages. From this viewpoint it is
seen that present creatures are dependent for their existence up-
on their original perfect Progenitor.

Men's Placs In Nature

Man seems to have no plece in the esconomy of Nature. Hse
appears as unnecessary and useless. This is not our private op-
inion, It is the findings of science. Dr. Rice writes:

"I em here giving much ettention to the father, for the
reason that his role is commonly considered to be the hard pert
to explain., It is hard to explein, probably, for the reason that
the male of most of the lower species has so little to do that is
exemplary in terms of humen conduct., TUnfortunately, for one
reason or snother, 8 considersble number of humen fathers also
do 1little that is exemplary by the seme standards; hence their
purpoga is rether difficult to explein."--Hygeia, August, 1933,
Pe 726,

Prof. Ward has arrived at tge same conclusion, He asserts
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that the existence of the male is 2 conditinn so strenge and ex-
treordinery thet it requires explanstion., Iie observes:

"That which might naturally surprise the philosophical ob=-
server 1s not that the female is usuelly superior to the melse,
but thet the mele should have advenced et @1l beyond its primel
ostate as either a fertilizing orgenism attached to the femal, or,
at most, a minute organism deteched from her but devoted exclus-
ively to the seme purpose.

-=~What A Doctnr Says--

Dr. Clements offers to an open mind and & person who can
think, an emazing array of facts in his Science of Regeneration.
The kernels of truth are offered to profusely and plainly, that
one may sttain informetion in a short time thst would otherwise
require seversl life-times to acquire,

I marvel at his keen understanding snd his condensation of
essential and vital knowledge from the most remote sges, as to
the bisexuslity of men in the beginning. He certainly has tuned

in with the Ancient Mesters.--Dr. A, J. Gerlach, Los Gatos,
Calif.

Letter From a True Scientist

Dear Dr., Clements:

I observe thet you have teken the affirmetive side of a
topic desling with the question of the bisexusl origin of man,
and the probability of the Virgin Birth,

Dr., Shelton, one of the greatest Neturopaths in the world,
and whose books and writings I highly value, hes chosen the neg-
ative side, end I observe that you, beceuse of his great ebility,
appear to show a strain of pessimism regarding the outcome of the
debate, being fully aware of the strength of your opponent.

But I see no cause for your pessimism. There ere more
facts, scientific evidence, historicel data, logiec, snd rationsl-
ity on your side than on his.

Why the logical and snalytical mind of Shelton should appar-
ently limit his interpretstion of nastursl phenomena, and restrict ;
his perspective of reason, by erecting sn imaginary fence beyond
which he cannot go, a ring-pass-not, is difficult for me to un-
derstend., To do this is to follow in the footsteps of the cus-

tomary, conventionsl and recognized scientists, who have likewise
limited themselves in vsasrious weys.

The greatest error in the reasoning of scilentists is that
they regard the undomesticated, snimate things of Nature ss per-

fect, and adopt that measure es a standard of construction and
function,

They seem to disregerd the fect thet as Men is the highest
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creetion on this plenet, the Perfection of Man cannot depend up-
on following oom{letely, without modification, the things of Na=

ture which sre, in so meny weys, inferior to him,

You contend with logical reasoning thet e11l things degener=-
ste when left to their own resources.

To discover that you are right, one needs only to observe
I'sture in the "rsw", the habits of wild snimel s and plents, es-
pecially in the tropics, tc be impressed with the reelity of the
biolegic law, that anything left to itself, without applying to

it the higher intelligence of man, @s in breeding end horticulture,
and degenerates.

As Shelton bases most of his opinions upon the faulty prem-
ises of conventional science, he falls into one of its greatest
errors by indirectly assuming thaet the category of Cause and Ef-
fect, in which natursl pheromena are nlaced, is complete in itself
end therefore completes the cycle of humen reason.

Thet is grossly erroneous, The fact of the mstter is, thst
it requires (1) End (2) Cause and (3) Effect to complete the
cycle, snd not Ceuse and Effect alone,

End mey be termed the (1) origin of cause snd the (2) goel
of effect, beginning and ending in the same source, thus complet-
ing the Cycle., Unless the End or Purpose be included end consid-
ered, there is no rationslity in the thought.

This is not mere scholesticism, The foregoing error leads
scientists to regard the things of which Neture 1s constituted es
en End in itself, instead of regsrding nstural forms as the
lleens to en End, snd not the End.

Where can the End of Crestion be found outside of Man? Of
ell created things, in lien elone 1s the purpose end the end of
Crestion found. For Man 1s the highest creation.

Cranting thet this is so, then the controlling factor of the
biological and physiological characteristics of Man must neces-
serily lie within Lian himself as a primary proposition, end in
Neturs only &s a secondary factor, or only insofar es Men has fal-
len snd degenersted thru the abuse of reason, instinct and his
own body, below the stenderd of originel Perfection,

If Shelton were wise enough to approach the subject of the
Virgin Birth thru the ebove channels of reasoning, he would ob-
serve that the existing dormant mammary glands in the mele, and
what mey appear to be an inconsistency of creative work in plac=-
ing the most important glands, the Gonads, in the scrotum, and
supported by & few weak cords, where these precious glands re-
ceive the least protection of all other organs end glands, in
addition to other structures of the genitsls of which little or
nothing 1s known, becomes a fact of the greatest significance in
explaining the remote past of Man to his bisexual origin, and

showing that his present state is the result of degeneration, as
you contend.
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This should not be surprising to Shelton, who must be fully
eware of the fact, thst on practically every psge of any stend-
ard work of Physiology, one finds more or less theory, esssumption,
and guesswork as to the purpose end function of various struc-
tures end orgens of the body, many of which little or nothing
is yet known, and some more or less dorment and rudimentary.

The evolutionists have tried in vein to show that these dor-
ment rudimentery orgens and glends are "hang-over sppendages from
the ape days of men." 4 preposterous coursefor a scientist to
pursue in his attempt to explein whet he does not understand.

A8 Shelton meintains thet he bases his conclusions upon
fects, then he should have gll the facts and not just some of
them; and he should be informed that facts, disconnected and
separated from the conditions, circumstances, and the ultimate
purposes for which they can be of service to man and which deter-
mine their velue, have no significance whatever.

A fect in 1tself alone has no value. It is Jjust a bald

fact, Facts must be properly and consistently correlated to have
any value,

Should a scientist find some of the above statements diffi-
cult to reconcils, how else cen the true significence of some of
the biological findings of Darwin, Huxley, Spencer, etc., with
reference to rudimentary and dorment structures, be explaeined,
determined, correlated and accounted for, without accepting the
Bisexual Origin of Man?--Dr, Bernard Reckow, Los Angeles, Calif,

CHAPTER ~NO'. VII
THE VIRGII" BIRTH DEBATE
By Dr. J. Lach, Bogueron, Panamsa

I heve followed the Virgin Birth Debate between Clements and
Shelton, and I desire to make some comments on the style in
which the debaters present their scientific-evidence.

Shelton is presenting his evidence in a very unscientific
fashion, He is trying to fortify his arguments with politicsl
and economical evidence, 8ll of which throws very little light on
the mysterious origin of Man.

The ancient land owners end wer lords, through the influence
of religion, kept the multitude in feer for the sole purpose to
exploit them., The seme methods used today by our industrisl mon-

ey-changers. It is nothing new to the student of history sand ec-
onomics,

Shelton fails to show scientifically the different degenera-
tive stages thru which woman passed, until she reached the pres-
ent physical sex stage. As e student of Neture, Shelton should
know what effect degenerstive modes of living have on the func-
tions of the cells eand tissues, effecting the femsle cells and
glends more, because by neture the female is a lsboratory in
which the menufacture of living bgings occur. She 1s not made
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for the purpose of satisfying the mele desire for the Mexquisite

pleasure™ of his lust, es 1s the purpose of our present marriage
institution.

All of women's anatomicel structure is tuned up for the pur-
pose of crestive function. Her organism is whole. Nothing but
creative desire dominates her. It is only thru degeneration that
women's creative organs grew partielly dormant and functionless,

By such degenerstive changes, the species were on the thres-
nold of extinotion. Here Nature saved the race again, thru the
preservation, by meking en ad justment in the generstive centers
and producing the mele. The female did not need the sperm of the

male for oreative function until degeneracy rendered her partial-
ly sterile.

A further fect that Shelton falls to consider is, thet even
the present degenerstive female, by placing herself in e better
environment may in time recover from its defects snd regenerate
to the extent that the developed urge for intercourse with the
opposite sex will diminish end disappesr.

In speaking end thinking of the "exquisite pleasure," Shelton
seems not to care ton discover what happens as a result of the
loss of the vitel essence during the process of intercourse. Why
sre newly-weds physical wrecks, VWhy are married people physically
down and out when they should be in their prime? ILook at them:
hairless, toothless, eyeless, stomeehless, human question marks.
Why? Because of the loss of this vital fluid, which invigorstes
the entire body and nourishes the cells, glands end tissues. Thet
fluid is the Life Essence.

Shelton appears not to know thaet the desire for the "exquis-
ite pleasure™ 1s an artificial urge, stimuls ted by highly concen-
trated, devitelized, seesoned, ccoked fcods. He fails to observe
that the present-day intelligent, educated, vegetarian women, the
ones who know how to live senely, that their desire for sex is
ereetly diminished, decreesed, even nullified.

Shelton should investigete as to where the first seed ceame

from. Did it not come from the Ether? The question is not what
men is todsy.

Shelton should know that all merrisge laws are msn-meds laws
for the enslavement of women end the preservetion of property.
He should know that if there wes & Garden of Eden, it was women

who wes banished from it, because she slipped end senk in degener=-
8CY.

It is disappointing to see that Shelton in this debate appesrs
to be an emeteur in the field of science. Is he like the average
practitioner, that his knowledge does not extend beyond the limits
of Constipation, Colds, Food?

It 1s time for Shel ton to enalyze his accumulated knowledge
and experience in the field of human behavior esnd to begin to dis-
card the old, antiqueted, suger-pilled teachings and philesophy,
and add a new supply of scientif%c knowledge that comes from the
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laboratories of snclent and modern sclentists.

Yes; Shelton has won this debete; he has won it for Clements,
without Clements heving to work very hard for his victory.

As for Clements, I will say thet he is presenting informa-
tion snd proof thset is based on o0ld end new scientific research,
that ceme from his own investigation, from his own laboratory,
end from the laboratories of 0ld end modern sclentists,

In compering the substance of the two debaters, ocne does not
fail to see in Shelton & modernistic, mediocre, superficisl, live-
today eand die-tomorrow type, while Clements appears as sn out=-

standing figure in the research schools of sncient snd modern sci-
ence,

Has Man Descended from the lMoon

By H. M. Shelton, D.P., D.HN.T.

In his zeal to establish a new (or re-newed) science and srt
of propsgetion--humen perthenogenesis--Clements overloocks meny
things that would, did he consider them, reveal to himend his
resders how ridiculous are hls arguments and conclusions,

For instance, in his efforts to esteblish the reality of vir-
gin births he writes ebout soler impregnation and refers to the
myths of ancient peoples, the Peruviens and of certain existing
savape tribes in support of the theory of ultre-violet sctivation
of the ovum. Hed he gone far enough in his search for myths, he
weuld have hesitated about putting myth before science in his dis-
cussicn. Suppose we look at a few of those myths,

Among savages the world over, conception is commonly believed
to be brought about by countless agencles other than sexusl inter=-
course and the notion is slmost universal that conditions other
than sexusl must be comlied with before conception can occur,
Prectically ell savage people think that children are sent by God,
or that human generstion is directly dependent upon the operation
of some supernatural power. The Australisn aborgines "would ao=-
count the opinion blashemous that procrestion 1s an exclusively
physiological process.," This does not mean thst savage peoples
ebstein from coition or thet virgin births are ever met with among
them; it only means that their scilence is extremely limited.

In some parts of Australia, among the Eskimos and emong the 1
Plains Indisns, it is thought essentialthet a women should be sup=~
plied with suitable eanimel food by a men before he can cause her
to become pregnent. Among some tribes if e women carries a pite-
cher of weter on her head, which has been handed to her by a men,
she thus commits asdultery with the man. Among the Hottentots the
women think they csnnot conceive children unless they have pre=-
viously stood naked under a drenching thunder-shower.

Among many savage peoples the moon is regarded as the source
of all generstions. The MUrrayl;slanders looked upon the moon as
- Lﬁ




a young man who at certain periods defiled women and girls. The

lMeorl say that "The moon is the permenent husband, or truehusbsnd,
of 8ll women. According to the knowledge of our ancestors snd el=-
ders, the merrisge of men end wife is @ matter of no moment: the

moon is the real husband.”

I shall not_at this time reveal how I learned this, but I am
st liberty to reveal, for the Iirst time, the fect thet the knowl=-

edge of the relations of the moon Lo procrestion wes part of the
advenced science of the superrace thet inherited Atlantis, The
ancestors of the laori received the lnformetion direot from an old
ZtTantean priest who was cast up by the Sea on the shores of New
Zealand.

Several Australien tribes hold to the same notion as that of
the Maori about the moon snd, no doubt, received the informstion
from some ship-wrecked Atlanteans. Among the Pelew Isleandars the
women consider the moon to be the real father of their children,
The Kaffi women express the same belief snd "among all negro races
the moon and generation sre closely connected." The Texas Indians
thought thet no marrisge could be fruitful unless the woman was

first impregnsted by the moon. The Eskimo believe that the moon
impregnates the woman,

At much higher levels of c¢ulture there exists a strong be-
lief in the office of the moon in procreation. In India, for in-
stence, 1t is belleved thet the moon-god, Soma, hes the first
cleim on every bride: "Soma has her first; the bride only comes
sfterwerds into thes possession of men." The Upanishad expleains
that "From the moon the seed is derived.”

The ancient Persians likewise believed the moon to be the
source of 81l seed and of all generative power. The ancient Egyp-
tian temple to the moon-god at Thebes bears this inscription:

"When night and the light of the increesing moon is his, he csuses
ulls to procreate &an regnates women, and causes the ege to
grow in the womb," The ancient Egyptlen priesthood regeived tnis
important knowledge from the Atlanteans. It formed & part of the
secret doctrines of a2ll the encient priesthoods, the knowledge hav-
ing been widely dissemineted by the wise men of Atlantis.

The Tere dsl Fuegisns ¢sll the moon "The Lord of the women.m"
Among the Greeks, who regardsd the moon as the principle of gener-
ation, the moon-god, Dionysos, was called "The Lord of Vulvas,"
thet i1s, of the wvulva,

Not only wes the moon rsgarded in @11 mythologies, both prim-
itive and sdvenced, as the primal source of generetive power sin
humang, enimsls, and plants, but lunar deities occupy, in the
sarly phases of religion, a fasr more important place than those of
any other deities. The solar myths put in their appeerance only
after a relatively advanced atege of culture had been reached.

The sun-gods borrowed both their powers and their attributes from
the moon-gods.

The moon-god and lunsr-begotten virginal offspring long ante-
date the sun-god and solsr impregnstion. The resl father-mother
beings who gave risse to our race were descendents of the moon, We
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cannot accept the theory of Clements thet vie have descended from

the sun, althousgh the sun mey be regarded os en intermediate an-
cestor,

In the primitive myths the moon was masculine, not feminine,
which would seem to prove that the primitive metrierchy so much
emphasized during the past century never reslly existed at all,
Also the fact thet women required masculine sid in procreation,
even when the moon, and later the sun, impregnated them, shows on-
ly too well that Nature and God have always frowned upon virgin
births, For a womsn to be impregneted by the moon-god, or by the
sun-god, or even by a holy ghost, is to give birth to a child sir-
ed by a mele, It is no virgin birth. The offspring of such il-
legitimate unions would simply be sterile hybrids.

It should be understood by the resder that =211 this lunar-
impregnation, solar-impregnation, thunder-shower-impregnation,
holy ghost-impregnation, ete., belongs wholly the realm of myth
end fancy end not to that of science, We do not offer these myths
and fanciful notions of savages snd of the ignorant past as sub-
stitutes for the facts and principles of modern biology, but sime
ply to show that by using the seme kind of daste that he uses end
the same specious arguments end childlike sophistry thet he em=-
pleoys, we can show that man is sired by the moon ss earily as Cle-
ments proves that soler impregnation hes produced virgin births,
These bits of superstition sre of interest to us only as fregments
of the history of human thought. Clements has employed such myths
to bolster up his ideas about virgin births. OQur paralleling his
soler myths with lunar myths should reveal to the intelligent rea-
der how ridiculous is his whole argument.

The lunar myth rests upon the same foundat ion as the solar
myth., The idea that the sun begets children rests upon the same
foundetion upon which rests the belief in the fecundsting potency
of thunder-showers. If we reject one, we must logically reject
them all, Clements cannot reject the lunar myth without also re-
Jecting the solar myth., He cennot sccept all such myths without
taeking the position that almost enything cen impregnate e woman
and that all women within the child-besring sge sre at all times
running the risk of extra-sexuasl impregnation., If this were true,
virgin births should be quite common,

We_know his answer. He will sey we are too degenerste for
this to occur; sexual generation has caused so much degensracy in
us, thet women ocsn no longer produce parthenogenicelly, If this
is so, we are caught in e trap. Sexusl generation caused us to
degenerate. Regenerstion cen come only through Virgire 1l genera=-
ation, But virginal generation cannot occur until sufficient re-
generation has previously occured, So we Ifind ourselves caught

o

in a vicilous circle from which there 1s no escape. We are lert

o

with no other slternative then to depend on the bilologicel method.,

Improvement among lower breeds has been sccomplished by se-
lective breeding and better feeding, Stock raisers, cattle breed-
ers, pigeon fanciers, dog raisers, etc., have not depended on vir=-
ginel reproduction to raise the stenderd of their snimels, They
have depended upon hygiene, sanitation and selective breeding.
There are many reasons to belieggéthat of thess factors, nutrition




is the most importent, es I showed in my erticle in the first two
issues of the Pan American Epicure, entitled, Is Food Master of

Heredity?

I showed in & revious part of this discussion that indefinite
virginal repreduction smong those forms where it 1s common, re-
sults in degeneration and extinction., There is sbsolutely nothing
in whet we know of ectual virginsl reproduction to encourage us
to think that it will regenerate the race, The belief that it will
do so is besed on the 0ld fellacy thet sex is inherently dirty,
that it is nssty #nd evil. When sex 1s recognized for which it
is--a binlogicel function as clean as the process of digestion,
or as the process of cseeing are hearing--it will cease to be re-
zarded as dirty snd evil and we will recognize that herm comes on-
ly from the abuse or misuse of sex, All things are gocd when
rightly used. Sex is not the one and only exception to this rule
in 811 the universe,

Comment by Clements

"Has msn descended from the Moon"? asks Shelton; and he then
oroceeds to attempt to impesch the intellectuslity of the ancients
by asserting that they regarded the moon "es the primel socurce of
generative powers in humens, animsls, and plents.,"

But Shelton carefully neglects to state whet modern science
has offered the world as the primsl source of generstion. It has
offered several absurd suggestions, and finally centered on some=-
thing more preposterous then the moon. It tells humenity that
man is an improved ape, and that the primsl source is not the moon
nor the sun, nor a Creative Principle, BUT THE SLIME (CF THE SEA!

Shelton appears to have much fun exsmining the beliefs of
the "ignorant ancients™ regsrding the secrets of Nature and the
mysteries of Life. But He is gun-shy as tc the suggestions of
modern science regarding these fundamentel things. Nor has he
the coursge to commit himself to the facts end phases of Life that
we are discussing in this debate, If he has eny opinion of his
own, he seems afraid to assert it. He contents himself and con-
fuses his resders by beating ebout the bush, leaving the subject
in the end where he found it in the beginning--s mystery.

On the other hend, I have gone into the matter and examined
it scientifically, releting such facts as they appear in Nature.
‘le know, even unto this day, that the Female is the Source of
Life, and we have no reason to belleve there h&es ever been a
change in the source.

If the Female is the Source of Life, it is certain that the
Male must hsve sprung from the Female, and that this occourred un-
der the Law of Parthenogenesis.

If we accept thet as a fact, then Perthenogenetic Reproduc-
tion in remote ages was the reguslr process of Generstion. If
that be true, the burning question is, What csused the change
from Sexual Generastion?
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Shelton end science say, Evolution.
Olements and the facts of Nature say, Devolution.

The fact of Devolution is proven. The myth of Evolution has
never been proven, and never can be.

Bisexualism is Perfection

G. R. Clements, LL. B., N, D., D. C., 0. D., PH. D.

Science is puzzled by the presence of Man, It is unable to
asdvance 8 logical reason for his existence, He is superflous in
the economy of Nsture, snd unnecessaery in the function of Life.
Science attempts to explein this away by advancing certain claims
for mmn's presence, But these claims esppear foulty and inconesis-
tent when reviewed in the correct light. They faill to harmonize
with the principles of frugslity and economy pursued gsnerally and
always by Nature. This 1s sdmitted by leading scientists., In our
Science of Regenerstion we quoted Dr, Johnson to the effect that:

"Neture, say certain suthors of great erudition, is a very
frugal old lady, snd e prodigious economist, She is observed to
give herself as little trouble &s she can, and to do everything in
the cheapest way" (Chap. 206).

Nowhere in the economy of Life does Nature esppear es extend-
ing her ways and meesns to @ state of superfluity and extrsvagance.
Her processes are sc prodigiously proficient, thet she knows how
to make one thing serve seversl purposes. For instanoce--

l. From the seme soll Nature produces sll the multitudinous
veriety of forms, and she fashions each from the same meterial,
after the same plan, This skillful procedure is so puzzling to
the Evolutionist, that it hes led him to believe thet living orea-
tures are the product of their own efforts, and that the starting
point of 8ll was the primordial life cell.

2. The vegetation that furnishes food for sll crsstures,
dies and decays and improves the soil from which it springs.

3. Out of the same channel thru which the bird discharges
its feces, come forth the eggs that produce other birds.

L. The male organ of generstion is also the channel through
which polsonous waste is eliminated from the body.

This economic plen of Nature appears in a1l things. Contrary
to these universsl rrinciples of frugality snd economy, the male
seems s0 unnecessary and useless in the Plan of Life, that science
findsdifficulty in forming any reason or excuse for his existence.
This fact may well bte accepted as more evidence to show, that male
existence was not included in the originsl Plan, except as a po-
tentiality. Consequently, the msle must be regerded as having de-
veloped from & potertislity to a reality as a result of a change

of conditions, against which wise Nature mede provision in the
beginning.,
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The actusl existence of the msls is not normsl in the very
neture of things. His actual existence is not directly the work
of Creation. A barren tree Nature never produced directly. Her
creative properties, in & funetlionsl degree, appear in all that
she hes made, directly. They appear in a rudimentsry degree in
the things thet she has msde indirectly.

Under the Lew of Heredity, the Creative Principle passes on
to the thing created. But under the effect of devolution, some of
the creative quelities may become dwarfed, dorment, rudimentary.
4s evolution develops rudimsntery orgens, sc will organs atrophy
under the influence of devolution. In that event, the estrophied
organs may make the plant or creature barren. Such plant of crea=-
ture would be called mele, in contrsdistinction to the productive
organism called female,

That is the condition in which the race is now divided. The
term "mele™ designates the unproductive orgenism, while the term
"female" designetes the praductive orgenism, In other words, the
sterile orgenism is male, end the fruitful organism is female,

Nor is it incorrect in this connection to cconsider the mele a
malformed, deficient, unfruitful femele., For do not the formative
organs of the ferale appear also in the mele? But in the male
they are rudimentery, dormant, useless.

Such an organism Nature never produced directly, as stated.
The female appears as the primery end original sex, s nd continues
throughout as the mein trunk, Any verietion from this trunk is a
modification thereof, and nothing more. It arises ss a result of
g change of conditions, It is the product of devolution not of
Primel Creation, It is the result of the creature's conduct, not
of the Crestive Principle,

Nature produces formtive femsles. Devolution changes these
into sterile creatures, cslled mele, A chenge of condition re-
sults in degeneretion. The female loses her formetive gualities.
This loss is compensated for by & corresponding development of
her non-formative, so-called mele qualities, The term male is
t?us used to distinguish a non-productive organism from e produc-
tive cne.

The function of ap ere of the universe must be considered in
reletion to the whole. In no other way can any function be under-
stood. As the whole is made up of the parts, so we are warranted
in asserting that the whole was produced as the parts are pro-
duced, and vice versa. "It is inconceivable,™ says Walter, "that
there is one order of work for the whole with & contrery order for
the parts" (p. 76).

"God is the Tree of Life," says Koresh, who adds: "There is
but one way to perpetuste this tree, and that 1s to plant the ssed
of it." The 1ife of every tree is perpetuated by plsnting its
see, The earth is covered with trees and creatures that come from
the seed of the psrent stock,

But barren trees produce no seed, They cannot perpetuste
themselves. Their existence is difficult to explein. Nature nev-
er maede them in thet conditlion. They canuot creste nor procreate

=-179=



themselves., Whence come they? Why come they? How come they?

There is only one logicel sxplanstion of the mystery. Berren,
sterile trees and creatures come into existence as the defecotive
and modified offspring of frultful trees and crestures. They are
deficient in that their productive quelities are not developed.
They are non-productive. For this resson the special term "male"
was invented to designste them,

Nature never made @ creature that pcssesses no adeguate means
to reprcduce itself., Never onoe hes there been s bresk in the
continuity of the formstive function. The continuation of the

Spi;ies is the most fundemsntal function of every plant and every
animal,

But Nature cannot control the conduct of creatures thet are
endowed with the higher faculty of will-power, This peculiar
power is baestowed upon crestures for their benefit. The greatest
good results when it is properly used., When improperly used, much
evil erises. The process of devolution, then comes into operetion.
This process affects all creatures slike. But the effect is more
rapid in the quicker-developing snimals. One of its sarlier man-
ifestations is & condition of barrenness. This subject is little
understood by science. It is s field thet few scientists have
found, It is one 1n which little labor has been done.

Not understanding the Law of Devoclution, the Evolutionist re-
gerds the msle es an "efter-thought"™ of Nsture, produced for the
gurpoae multiplying veriety. But no fundemental prinoiple of ex-

stence is contsined in this theory. The multiplication of verie-
ty esppears as s consequence, not as a cause.

Veriety is not s condition precedent in the process of crea-
tion, end so edmitted by science., It is & condition subsequent,
and 1s said to srise "as a mere after-thought.,"” It is not a
principle, but an experiment, says Science, Nature wanted to see
the result of a changs in the function of creation, This sugges=-
tion is absurd, stupld, preposterous. It mey satisfy the Evolu=-

tionist. It will not satisfy the unprejudicial scientist who
searches for fects snd principles.

There is sound reason for the existence of the Male. It is
based upon 8 fundamentsl prinicple. It srises ss s condition sub=
sequent and necessary in the process of crestion. It is consis-
tent with lew and order. It would be unsocund and unscientifiec to
suggest thst such reason appesrs in the assertion that the male
came into existence "as & mere after-thought of Nature," and its

purpose was nothing more essential than the multiplication of
variety.

Philosophers never question the frugslity end economy of Na-
ture., They admit it in sll pheses of creation snd function, Thet
is why they ere puzzled by the existence of @ oresture that seems
80 unnecessary as the mele. This faect appeers as more evidenoce
that Nature never directly produced this bserren, useless crea-
ture, He is her c¢hild only indirectly. His existence is ths
work of devolution. His sppesrance is ruled by the law of devo-
lution. He is the "defective varietion," the product of melnutri-
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tion and adverse conditions, He 1s thereby imperfect, as his
body shows. He dlsappears when favorable conditions are supplied,

Cesuse of Degeneration

It would require & big book to discuss and descrihe the
causes chiefly responsible for human degenserstion into imperfect
Unisexuelism, It may be sald in a few words thet the csuse chief-
1y responsible for this degeneration is the csuse that perpetuates
the condition,

It wes Mesturbetion, precticed by perfect Bisexual Beings,
that set into operation the Law of Devolution. The downward course
continued with the continustion of the prsctice, until the con-
dition of imperfect Unisexuslism finally sppeared. It is still
asturbation, between unisexuals, that peretustes the condition,
This fect wes teught in the Ancient Sscred Mycsterises, It explains
why mele gods never marry, and why in the Resurrection (Regenera=-
tion) "they neither merry, nor ere given in merriage" (Mat. 22:30)

Coition between mele and femsle is Masturbetion. Following
this come the grester crimes of Sodomy, pederastry, beastislity--
men with men, women with women, man with beast, woman with beast
(Rom. 1:26, 27; Lev, 18:23) Prof. Paelo Mantegazzs writes:--

"Man hes cohabited with every kind of animal whose proportions
sllowed such connections,..Women are by no means free from beast-
islity..Plutarch writes that women were frequently voluntary con-
sorts of the Holy Gosts at Mendes. In more modern times the fami=-
ly dog hes usurped the place of the goat to women's esdoration®
(Sexual Relations of Mankind, p. 99).

S. A, Tissot (172801797) wrote:

"Jhen the vile voluptuousness fills you to the brim, let the
tickle be interrupted by afrightful imsge of the dried-up bones
of the desd" (Meladies produced by Masturbation, 7th ed.).

Tissot says that Onanism is responsible for all sorts of
dreadful diseases. He even hints thet there are herdly any mala=-
dies for which masturbstion is not responsible, either directly
or indirectly.

Degeneration must precede disease, Normel cells perform on-
ly normael function, Before abnormel function can erise, normal
cells must become sbnormsl. A condition that produced disease,
must therefore produce degensration first., The more 3erious the
disesse, the more serious the degeneration, and vice versa, As it
is a notorious fsct thet the entire rsce has been diseased more
or less for many mges, we know by this that the entir2 race has
been degenersted more or less for many eges.

Consuming The Life Essence

Evidence of degeneration appears in many forms snd phases,
One of these is the mesent state of imperfect Unisexuslism, In
this degenerate state the organism is foroced to consume and ex-
pend its own Vital Essence in orger to fulfill the Lew of Crea-
w8



tion. It must seek & mate, indulge in copulaticn, end glve of
its Seminal Essence of Life, in violstion of the Law of Immoral=-
ity, in order to comply with the law of generation., This is the
working of the sentence of death (Cen. 2:17; 3:16, 22).

The vitel centers of the organism that produce the Seminal
Essence of New Life (Cen., 2:9), ere the same centers thet preserve
the 014 Life (Gen. 3:22), But if the 014 Life is systematiceally
robbed and deprived of its Seminel Essence of Vitelity, the result
is slow degeneration snd ultimate death, as stated by the asncient
sclentist (Gen. 2:17).

Read the observastion of Henry Prector of London:

"0f the value of the blood no nne has any doubt; for 'the
blood is the life,' end 'all that & men heth will he give for his
life.' But, strsnge tc say, there is & fluid which medical sci-
ence computes st forty times the value of blood, which the mejori-
ty of menkind know not how to utilize, end resther regard its pos-
session as a temptation snd & snare, then e benefit; and thus what

might be the grestest blessing to man, is turned, by his ignorance
into the greatest curse,

"More misery, snd murder, end disesse, and various kinds of
death are due to this csuse, then to any other. Liore than 120
different diseases are csused by the loss of the seed of 1life, for
88 many have been cured by the subcutenecus injection into human
bodles of the speratic secretinn of snimals (Guthrie).

"The injection of only & cubic centimetre of the fluid has in
meny cases brought back comperetively lesting hezlth to old men,
and it has been the most successful agent in curing diseases of
the most veried kind, emong which ere mentioned consumption, ul-

cers, malarie, gout, congestion of the brasin, palpitestions, esnd
peralysis.

"But why should man inject into his body the spermetic secre-
tion of animels, when he could preserve his own, and by this means
keep his body at the highest possible state of vitelity?"--Evo-
lution & Regenerstion, p. 82).

Numerous scholars advaence the theory thst Bisexuslism wes
the originsl condition of the orgenism. But none of them seem to
have gone deep enough into the subject to suggest e reassonable
ceuse for the declins into Unisexuslism. The correct snd scien-
tific explanaticn of this condition revesls the process by which
the lost perfection msy be regained. Thaet is the Science of Re=-
generation, and that is the esoteric teaschings of the Edenic par=-

able which we have covered snd explsined in our Science of Regen~-
eration Course of Study.

chestity Promotes Regeneration

Briefly, humen perfection in condition depends upon human
perfection in orgenizetion. But es human perfection in orgesniz-
atlon wes lost thru degeneretive chenges resulting from evil
practices, the first step toward Regenerstion lies in & reversal
of the prectices responsible for degeneretion,




As Masturbation wes the chief cause of d egeneration, the
cultivation of chastity end an adrogynous mind immediately pre=-
gents itself ss the scientific means of reversing the process of
devolution, end preparing the proper conditions for the revivel
end resurrection of Bisexuslism,

It 1s & law thet as @ men thinketh in his hesrt, so is he
(Prov, 23:7); end thet whosoever looketh upon the onposite sex
with lust, heth committed sdultery in his heart (Met. 5:28). The
mind must be freed from thoughts of sexualism, before the body cen
be from the curse (Gen. 3:17).

No curse of living is more thoroughly consistent with menteal
vigor and physicel development, than that of chastity or contin-
anoe. The leaders of the race all affirm the greastest benefit to
be derived from e continent 1ife., The Ancient Mesters mede this
a prominent part of their teechings (Rom. 7). The doctrines of
Chrisna,Buddhe, Confucius, Zoroaster, Fythegoras, Plato, Appollon=-
ius, were based upon these facts, John declared that fornication
is the "sin unto death," end thet the Seminel Essence of Life
should net be expended in coiticn (1 Tohn 3:9; 5:16).

From time immemoriasl the Seminal ZEssence secreted by the
Clends of Life (Gen. 2:9; 3:22) has bsen regarded ss sscred fluid,
the retention of which enriches the mind end invigorstes the body.
Cn the contrary, sensuelity is the highway of destruction.

The Law of Degeneration indlcstes the existence of the Law
of Regeneration., If the former process renders certain organs
functionless the latter process will restore them to their former
useful condition., Darwin, Huxley and others declare thet "organs
not fully developed ere of high physicologicsl importance to
their possessors, and ere capable of redevelopment." That "in
every living creature, we may feel assured that a host of long-
lost characters lie reedy to be evolved end restored egaein under
proper conditions" (Darwin, Varistion of Species.)

Atrophied orgesns are subjeoct to Neture's developmental pro=-
cesses., By a reversel of the degenerative conditions, as describ-
ed in the Science of Regeneretion, and with conscious effort to-
ward the revivel of the lost functions, the orgasns thru which
these functions were expreased, will be resurrected and will re-
cover their former function.

In 8 state of Bisexualism, humenity has the power of perpetu-
stion to infinity, free from snd independent of all externszl aid.
This is the secret teeching of thet part of the Edenic parable
whilch describes men a being created in the 1lmage and sfter the
likeness of the Creator (Cen. 1:26; 5:1). Male and femele (in one
body) wes humanity created (Gen 5:2), It is writen: "Jehovah ap-
peared in Eden, and crested man, and mede him to be a likeness of
His own eternity" (Jasher 1:11; Joshua 10:13; Sem, 1:18).

Adem was thus endowed in his own body, under the Law of He-
redity, with the Dusl Elements of the Eternsl Creative Principle,
as steted above; and after he had lived "en hundred and thirty
years, (he) begat a son in his own likeness, after his imsge,” in
that the offspring inhereited frgm the parent the Dusl Elements
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of Creation, as steted by the biblicsl scribe (Gen. 5:3).

This is the Immaculate Conception end the Virgin Birth. This
is the secret of Spirituel Generestion (Psrthenogenesis) that is
concesled in the Edenic pareble, and briefly mentioned by both
Paul and John (Rom. €:5-7; 1 John 3:9, 10). This is the Roed to
Regeneration, "And this is the only Plan of Selvation," says Dr.
A, S, Raleigh (p. 109).

The offspring of Spiritwl Generetion is not only free from
8ll forelgn intermixture, but, fer more important, its psychisl
element is pure snd unteinted by the shocking nervous reaction ex-
perienced by parents while committing with each other the sin of
liasturbation. This terrible taint is trasnsmitted to the offspring
under the Law of Heredity, slong with other characteristics of
the perents. So serinusly sre some perscns thus affected by the
sexual conduct of their parents, that they sre literally sexual
slaves, and begin thelr downward career of degeneration by indulg-
ing in Mesturbaticn st such tender sges as five end six years old,
a8 explaeined in the Science of Regenerastion, This is the secret
explanstion of the passsage:

"Behold, I was shapen in iniquity; and in sin did my mother
concelve me" (Ps., 51:5).

Under the law of Spiritusl Generstinrn, the offspring is "born
of God," without the motions of sin or the expenditure of seed
(Rom. 7:5).

No woman is free from the curse until her atrophied organs
are resurrected by the Lsw of Regeneraticn, sn thst she is com-
petent to be fruitful end multiply without being the slave of man.
Cnly in a state Bisexualism ere women able, by their own inherent
and resurrected power, to free, themselves from the curse thst--

"Thy desire shall be to thy husbend, end he shesll rule over
the" {(Cen., 3:16).

"This is the true secret of Initlaetion, and this is the Div-
ine Alchemy, end is in fact the CGreat Work," says Releigh (p. 109).
"This 1s Regeneretion end this is the only Plan of Salvation,™ he
continues. By this course women frees herself from male enslave=-
ment. She learns thst in her body there still remeins, in a rudi-

mentery state, the positive element of generation, the mresent
need of which mekes her now man's slave,

Dugl Elements of Creation

As we show in the Science of Regeneration, blologists have
discovered that certein enimals, including women, "possess whst
is essentielly en ovotesticular gomed," seys Novek (p. 14). Cases
are reported in which there have been found in women "the presence
of ovarian and testicular tissues in the same gonad, the so-called
ovariotestis” (Ibid,). This i3 the rudimentary remains of woman's
lost Bisexualism, Huxley says:

"The ovotestls is an hermaphroditic organ having st once the
functions of both the overies of the female and the testes of the
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mele, It cccurs in meny individuels throughout all life"™ (Anat-
omy of Invertebrates,)

In women's present degenerate state, the positive (male) ele-
ment of creation sppesrs in her body in a rudimentsery condition.
When this element is revived end restored to s functional degree,
wonian Will possess ovotestes thet will secrete ova-sperm, having
the quelities of both the ovum and the spermatozoon. She will then

be compstent to exercise agasin the long-lost funotion of Creative
Thought,

This is the perfect process of the Immeculate Conception and
the Virgin Birth, This is the Spiritusl Function of generation
mentioned by Paul (Rom, 8:4-7), and the"born of God" process, with-
out the expenditure of seed, related by John (1 John 3:9).

The highest state of development is thet in which en organ-
ism possesses the greatest range of freedocm to exercise all the
functions perteining to its constitution and construction. The
suspension of sny funection, with the consequent atrophy of the or-
gan thru which it is expressed, is @ condition of degeneration.

No logicsl argument caen sustsin the assertion that Unisexusl-
ism is superior to Bisexuelism, Unisexualism compels women to
place herself, to & certaln extent, in the power of men, in crder
that she may perform the highest function of her organism. The
result of this compulsion hes led to a state of femele enslavement
that forms the blackest psges in humen history.

Woman will never be free from this mesle enslavement as long
8s men can keep her in it. He praises Unisexuslism, and spesks
of carnel generstion (Rom. 8:6, 7) as "Nature's preferred method
of reproduction.” His lustful thoughts and love of power
prompt him to do these thinas.

This is s message of hope for women. They are urged to seek
the truth that leads to freedom, In the Science of Regeneration
they will find the right road.

The Hermaphrodite

You have often heard of Hermaphrodites. You have wanted to
see one., What do they look 1like? Webster says:

Hermephrodite--A bisexuel being; @ being in which the char-
acteristics of both Sexes ere either reslly or apperently combin-
Bd.-"Dicti P. 789.

The most striking cases of Hermaphroditism sre those of men
who ten nurse babies, men who ere pregnant; men who menstruate;
men who are reslly women, yet present the masculine element to
such e degree that they are classed es men,

In Lesson No., 50 of the Science of Regeneration Course, we
present & picture of two epperently bisexusl persons, They ap-
peer &s men with the breast-development of meture women,

A nore smazing picutre of & Hermephrodite appears in Lesson



82 of the sbove mentioned course. The picture was received from
one of our students, He got it from some man with whom he was
discussing the subject of bisexuelism end virginel birth., This
men says that he obtsined the picture from e doctor friend of his,
the picture being of a patient who ceme there for treatment. In
his letter, the student writes:

"Enclosed find photo of & Hermaphrodite thet has come to my
sttention., This man/women presents characteristics described in
your discussions on Hermephroditism sand Virginal-birth. The long
heir of the hesd ensbles this person to sppear publicly as s woman,

"The line of public hair is typicelly feminine, as is also
the presence of the veginel opening, The hernisted testes, not
fully descended, sre plainly visible, DNot also the clitorio hy~
pertrophy. The person's breasts sre undeveloped like the mele,

"It is my opinion that this person could function as femels,
end is dominent in this direction., It cennot be denied that the
cells of the testes and surrounding mele parts sre alive and ocarry-
ing on the simpler metabollc processes.

"My knowledge of this case is little. I hope that some day
we may know more ebout these puzzling existences. I find your

Post-Graduaste course one of the most remerkable works of literature
thst I have ever found."

The picture mentioned shows this Hermaphrocdite naked, in such
a8 posture thet the sexual centers are clearly visible. The wvulva
appears to open into 2 normel vagina. The clitoris above the vul-
va is hypertrophied and resembles the male penis. The two testes
appear on each side of the clitoris,

In the Science of Regeneration course we have described ceses
of Inter-Sexuality, end ceses where change of sex, from female to
mele, has been mede by the sid of a slight surgical operation, 1In
referring to this matter, Shelton, in his sixth article of the Vir-
gin Birth Debate, in disdein, says:

"How can & slight surgicel operetion cause this girl's womb,
tubes, ovaeries, etoc., to disappear and hsve their places filled
with testicles, prostete gland, cowper's glands, seminel tubes,
penis, ete., When we see these things, we mey be willing to con-
sider that this non-sensicel theory has some ressonable basis, al-
though this would still not be conclusive proof."

It is plain that Shelton does not believe in magic, He does
not believe that a "slight surgicsl operation™ can change a girl
into & man. He does not seem to know thet this is actuslly done,
Nor is it megic. It is just as resl s the nose on your fece.

An inspection of the picture of the sexusl centers of this
Hermaphrodite shows how easily this man/womsn can be changed into
e woman, with the aid of surgery. By removing the testicles znd
amputating the clitoris-penis the man/women becomes & women. Yet,
while she might function in the aot of copulation, she would be
berren because her overies had changed to testicles and descended
from the overy site. She would %g 4 barren femele, and there are

-] -

e




thousands of them on earth,

Many of these berren women are &pparently females in every
respect, But they are barren because their ovaries do not func-
tion as suoh., The potential testis in the rete ovarii is hyper=-
trophied, while the egg-producing portion is estrophied and not
competent to funetien as a normsl ovary. Instead of producing
ova, this appsrent ovary produces sperma, which is no-productive,
Sc the women is barren, and the doctors whom she consults in her

trouble are unable to help her., DPerhaps they do not even suspect
what her condition is.

We have expleined in the Science of Regeneration course that
when the bisexual embryo begins its change to msle, there is &
degenerative strophy of the female gqualities of the ovary, with a
corresponding degenerative hypertrophy of the mele qualities of
the gland, which trensforms it from a productive ovary to a non-
productive testicle,

In the degenerative process the supporting elements of the
ovary become weakened, They lose their tonicity, and sllow the
ovary~-testicle to descend or prolapse. Thlis process of glandular
descent 1s a process of degeneration, The deszent could not occur

if the supporting elements of the gland lost none of their tonic-
ity.

Frequently the degenerative process sffects the uterus. For
thousands asre the cases of prolapsus of the womb, as every doctor
knows. Sometimes the supporting elements of the uterus weaken
end distend to such degree, thet the lower portion of the organ
protrudes from the wveginal orifice.

Doctors recognize this condition as & serious state of degen~
eration. But they fall to see the same state in the male testi-
cles, which are actually herniated snd prolapsed ovaries. The
prolapsus of the ovaries-testioles sometimes continues until it
becomes serious, with the glends sagging halfway to the knee.
fore degenerstion, more loss of tone of the supporting elements,

The picture of the genserative orgaens of the Hermaphrodite
that we have mentioned shows how the ovaries descend and change
into testicles, In the case under discussion, the lips of the
vulva feiled to unite to form the scrotum, So the testicles=-avar-
ies remeined lodged under the skin just sbove the vulva, There
they are, nute evidence of s condition of degeneration, which mede
the person barren as a women, and also left her without the capac-
ity to function as a man.

This picture of the sexusl orgens of the Hermaphrodite will

eppear only in the Science of Regenerstion conrse. It is an edu-
cation on this subject for any one just to see thst picturs.
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CHAPTER NO. VIII
Virgin-Born Freaks of "Crestive™ Thought

By H. M. Shelton, D.Pl H DlII.Tt

A few months ego there appeared in How to Live, & challenge
by Dr. Clements, to Dr. Victor Lindlehr and the present writer to
debate the subject of virgin birth, which that magazine and its
editor were heralding to the world as a way to racisl regeneration.
I sccepted the challenge and entered upon the debate fully expsct-
ing to debate the subject of virgin birth., Shortly after the de-
bete sterted, Dr, Clements let his resders know thet he had been
forced elther to meet my chsllenge or to admit that he was wrong.

This is charscteristic of the menner in which he and his
echoes and subasltern have conducted the debste. Everything has
been distorted sand exsggerated. Clements hes devoted almost the
whole of his part of the debate, up to the present writing, st
leest, to a discussion of fornication, although much of the rest
of the megazine has carried what he considers srguments for his
position, and practically the whole of the magazine has been de=
voted to & vain effort to defend his non-sense,

In the great main the affirmetive side has discussed every-
thing else than virgin birth., In fact they have discussed "Shel=-
ton" as much es they have anything else.

The gentleman from the berren hill-top in Paname devotes his
"Reply to Shelton" to an exposure of my ignoreance. It secems thet
I do not know that all food is solidified gas and that man once
received all of his food from the air snd did not eat,

Degeneraecy brought the necessity for eating and produced
teeth, esophagus, stomach, intestine, colon and digestive glands,
There is a form of ges which we know as "hot air", end which I
recommend thet he study more closely. I am able to recognize it
when I see it, even if he isn't,

This dealer in super-heated air finds that I talk only of
"food end feeding". This misrepresentation was started by Cle-
ments, who once talked of nothing else but food, end who is now
equeally obscessed with sex, As neither man hass ever shown hime

Self capeble of gresping fundamental principle, I will forgive
them this 1ittle misteks,

I agree with Clements thet Nature makes no distinction be-
tween coltus by the married and coitus by the unmerried. The dis-
tinction is not mine. His "authority", St, Paul, is the author
of that distinction. Clements, not St., Paul, condemns all coitus
as fornicetion. St, Paul said "to aveid fornication let every
men have his own wife." When this sams St., Paul says, "Marriage
is honorable in all and the bed undefiled," this same Clements re-

jects his ancient master end says: "Thus resd the rules of mas-
culine religion,™

Neither dces he refer to the reasoning of this weman hater,
St. Paul, when he reasons that as Christ is the head of the




church, so the man is the head of the woman, He overlooks St.
Paul's admonition to woman to submit herself unto her husband, to
keep her mouth shut in the churoh, end ask her husbend if she
wants to know something, snd not to sit in the church with her

head uncovered. He omits Paul's statement that the man wes first
and not the woman.

Paoul differentiested between fornicetion and sdultery; Clem-
ents, the super-master, knows that Paul is wrong. Clements quotes
the dictionary which gives the same definition of fornicetion that
I pave, and passes on without comment in his effort to mske words
meen what they dc not mean., This is a form of intellectusl dis-~
honesty that will not cerry him fer with intelligent people.

Clements accuses me of trying to find a "softer, sweeter
name" for fornication, This is more of his frolishness. I pre-
fer the 0ld and convenient anglo saxon term to &ll of these Greek
and Latin terms, Words end nemes hold no terror for me. A name
is only a word, snd no word is inherently good or bsd, sweet or
sour, black or white, On the other hend, I do not belisve forni-
cetion is a sin, I think St, Paul was & queer old fool whose in=-

sane dootrines have cursed the world for nearly two thousand
years,

Clements finds thet "all of the asncient Mesters"™ condemned
fornication., This is more deliberste misrepresentation; or per-
haps it is ignorance. It may be thet Cleméents has not resd all

the existing encient literature., T suggest that he read the Lovs
Books of Ovid.,

He also finds disgust associated with sex act the world over.
This is snother false statement. Disgust with sex exists only
where relligious fanatics teach people thet sex is evil and wrong.
It is the offspring of mental nastiness; or, to quote St, Paul,
"To the pure all things are pure; but unto them thet are defiled

is nothing pure, for even thelr very mind and conscience is de-
filed."

The writings of Clements clearly indicate that his mind is
so reeking with filth and nastiness thet were his head cut opsn
the very buzzards would breask their necks getting out of the
country to avoid the intolersble stench.

Let me make it clear thst so far as I am concerned, it does
nnt meke any difference whether St, Paul or any other Bible writer
epproved or disapproved of sanything. They were only men, possess=-
ed of the limited knowledge of their time, and filled with the
superstitions of thelr sge, They were the products of the age
they lived in and were &s far from being all-wise or infallible
as Clements and I,

Clements is so oonfused and his mind is so chaotie thst he
cennot present his subject in one issue of his religious journal
without involving himself in logicsl absurdities.

In his July issue, page 28, he sttempts to prove that man
is 8 dengenerate women, In this same issue, page 16, he attempts
to show that men wes originally neither male nor femsle, but
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hermsphroditic, in which osse both sexes sre "degenerate" off-
spring of the perfect originel. On pege 15, of this same July
issue, he hes men first, snd women second. He here finds thet
she appesred &8s an abnormal being, cut of the regulsr crder™ end
required a "new designetion"--women--and thet "she was taken out
of the womb of men," He thinks it 18 very signifiocent that the
Bible states that Adam beget & son in his likeness efter his im-
sge and mede no similer statement ss to womsn, or to Csin and
Abel,

Just what cdoes he mesn? Does he mesn thet this "ebnormel
oreature," womsn, who appesred out of the reguler order snd who,
though she came cut of the womb of man, wes not in his image &nd
likeness, ceme after him end i3 a degenerate (ebnormel) men?

Does he mean thet men is & degenerate women? Does he meen thet
both man and women sre degenerate offspring of a once much higher
hermaphroditic progeniter? Does he reslly know whet he means?

Let us go heck to his arguments, where he describes the de-
velopment of a male out of whet should have been s female, If the
Tirst "men" wes & hermaphrodite he conteined in his body the orgens
of both sexes. Then in the production of two sexes, one sex was

not degenerated into the other, but the hermephrodite was "aplit"
into two.

The penis would not be & hypertrophied oclitoris and the tes-
ticles would not be hernisted ovaries., The true state of affairs
would be thet the female has lost penis and testicles end the male
has lost womb, vagins and overles. It seems sbsurd to prove thst
man was once 8 womsn beceuse he possesses '"rudimentsry bressts"
eand not also prove that women was onoe men becasuse she possesses
e ruiimentary penis (clitoris). But then Clements is never happy
unless he is absurd, ridiculous, inconsistent, end confused,

I resd of the deformities and teratological developments he
lists, snd wondered how he missed siamese twins, two headed boys,
three legged girls, and ermless children. He should visit the
nathological museum in the Smithsonisn Institute, Weshington, D.
C., and gather up & still larger collection of pathologies o~
formities and melformetions, These meke excellent founﬂat{ona up=-
on which to erect & magnificant superstructure of health end nor-
mal 1life, There are babies there with four eyes end sismese twins
joined in many different ways,

Cases of sexual infentilism in both meles asnd females, are
mentioned by Clements. The wombless, ovaeryless "femele" is on
her way to menhood: the boy with the baby meatus is on his way
to womenhcod, All that either of them need is to cell to their
assistance thet marvel of marvels, modern surgery, and the meta-
morphosis will be soon ccmpleted.

But Clements goes beyond ell these mirscles of metamorphosis
by the magic of surgery. He has men supplying milk to infants
from their own rudimentary bressts, even when they are nearly
eighty years old. All these old men had to do was to have the
baebies suck their breests end efter e few minutes or a few weeks,
Clements is not clear on the time, milk begen to flow, If only
women who can't nurse their ba?ias could learn this seoret of the
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degenerate men it would be fine,

Mechanical menipulstion (sucking) of e woman's breest by e
baby will not csuse & "dry" womesn to produce milk, no matter how
long the attempted nursing is continued. The beginning and con-

tinuetion of milk production is determined by hormones, not by ex~-
ternal menipulstion,

But this is not =211 of the wonders. He next comes forward
with "an instance of the mervelous power of mind over matter" and

tells sbout an Indien men, whose wife died sfter giving birth to
a child in the desert, nursing his beby. He wes grief stricken
over the deeth of his wife, inconsolable, in fact. Then he became

anxious ebout the child. He placed the child to hls breast and
milk began to flow,

Grief snd anxiety check end sometimes completely stop the
flow of milk in nursing mothers; they stert up its flow in "degen-
erete men"., If & woman dies in childbirth her "dry"sister or
mether femele friend will never be able to nurse her child. Try
88 she will, the milk just will not come, But "degenerste" men

with more "rudimentary breasts" can provide milk under such cir-
cunsteances,

He has enother report where men's bressts were so lesrge they
could not wear their military coets without unbesrable pein., Tell
this to some woman who wears a coat, or to one who binds down her
breasts to schleve the boyish figurel

Now read another gem of logic, 'He says, "The allegation that
man is a degenerate woman is verified by the following secintific
facta;®" "1, The femele is the primel end original sex, and pro=-

duced the male. Under the Lasw of Heredity this sctually mekes the
male a deformed female.,"

Q. E. D.! "A horse is e horse becesuse he 1s a horse." Man
is a degenerate woman because he is degenerate woman. Could any=-
thing be more clear? Could anything be more positively proven?

I have reserved the best for the lest. Dr, Pincus, of Har-
vard, has succeeded in producing virgin births in rabbits, He
tekes an ovum from a rabbit and after treating it with a salt sol=-
ution, or with heet, plants it in the womb of another rabbit end
gets a little rabbit. Only femsle rebbits are produced this way
end feminists may look forwerd to a time when, with the aid of
surgeons, they may have s manless world.

The surgeon will teke the overles from one womsen, get the
ripe ova from them and plent them, after treeting them, in the
womb of & would-be mother end efter nine months of enxious wait-
ing a little girl will be born. It is a compliceted process and
nature's cld fashioned way is much simpler end much more pleasant.
Neture's reproductive program involves love, romsnce, companion-
ship, mutual sdvencement., This method eliminates all of these
superfluous excrescences of degeneracy.

Unlike woman, the female rabbit is ripening ove continuously.
Unless the surgzeons and sclentists find some means of artificially
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ripening ova, it will be necessary to discover some means of de-
tecting the mrecise time when an ovum is ripe in a womsn to be
operated upon and just which overy it is in., Unlsss & meens of
srtificielly ripening ove are found each women opersted upon will
supply but one ripe ovum from one ovary end one ripe ovum from the
other overy when later it toco is removed.

Thus it would require three women to mother two children and
result in complete desexing of one of the women., This would be
e terrible waste of womesnhood. I still believe that sexusl gen-
eration with the aid of & "degenerate male" is prefersble to this
wasteful and peinful srtificial method,

I may be a very perverse orthopsth, but I have mare faith in
Nature's own methods then I do in ertificial methods end in sur-
gicel interference with the processes of life, I belisve more
devil-oo-shun will result from these things then from Nature's
processes. Let menkind's would be saviors and regenerators prove
otherwise 1f they cen!

There is, however, enother f1ly in this feminist ointment--
efter a few generations of virginsl reproduction, sexusl repro=-
duction will be required or sterility will result. Unless a few
males sre resred end kept on hand to sid when this stsge 1s resch-
ed, the esrth will be turned over to the insects end the humen
rece will have "regenersted"™ into oblivicn,

His echo from the barren hill tcp in Panama has made the
remerkable discovery that "If there wss no foul air the desirse
for good air would not exist," Perhaps by the time the need for
male assistance rolls eround the earth's stmosphere will have been
s0 purified thet there no longer will be any desire for air end
the women will just cease breathing end die enyway.

Comment by Clements

Shelton seems to shut his eyes to cold facts 2 nd wander in
the woods by asking what I mean by certsin remerks. I regret that
my inabllity to speak more clearly leaves Shelton confused as to
my meaning sfter he reads my writing. There are occesions also
when some persons refuse to understend e cleasr statement,

In my two preceding instellments I have given Shelton some
hard nuts to crsck. Will he be gble to crack them? Wsit and see,.
Read whet he has to say in his next srticles,

If any of the resders of this megszine are now resdy to en-
dorse Shelton's position in the debate, 1t is time for them to
speak up and say so. I have received meny reports, some of which

have been published, supporting my side of the argument, but none
go far supporting his.

In his letter to me, Shelton asked: "Where is Siegmeister?
I thought he wanted to get in on this forensic fray concerning
the Virgin Birth? Did he contract & case of cold feet?"

No. On the contrery, Siegmeister wrote me that since Shel=-
ton was offering such a weak ergument sgainst the truth of the
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Virgin Birth, and since I was presenting such overwhelming evi-
dence in support of it, he could see no need of his entering the

dehate on the affirmati?e side,

lleny reeders write me thet I put the "kibosh" on Shelton in
the very first round. But the debate is not ended yet. Shelton

ﬂiydhave something up his sleeve that will ceuse us to change our
mind.

CHAPTER NO. IX
SEX A SYNBIOTIC NECESSITY
By H. M. Shelton, D.P., D.N.T.

We regard sex &s & wholesome, beneficisl srrangement which,
if not ebused, enhances the world of life or, we msy, 8s Dr, Clem=-
ents does, look upon sex as the evil creetion of 8 melevolent de=-
miurgos, intent upon wrecking the human race and the whele world
of 1§fe. I don't think much of the view that sex is of Satanic
origzin.

I must differ with Miss J. H., @ part of whose letter you
published in your September issue, when she ssys, that to believe
in virgin births will cause one "to lead a more perfect life".

There is nothing wrong, Ysinful,”" injurious, or degreding in
the normel exercise of the sex function. A perfect life does not
consist in 2 life of barren sexuel isolation, or in negstion snd
denisl of the sexuel instinect.

A perfect life must encompess ell of life, eand cannot be
built on the denisl of part of its most vitsl and basic functions
and demends. The functions of life sre sbused as rmuch by their
denisl end repression as by their excessive use, The results of
ssceticism are the seme as those of libertinism,.

Clements' views of sex lead him to look upon sexusl relstions
as degrading end evil. He refers to lust (8 Germean word meaning
joy) es something terrible end strives to convince us thst ell
coition is cursed by God. The whole thing would be esmusing if it
were not that there sre those who take it seriously.

It wes splendid of Dr. Barwick to come to his resuce when he
sew him going down for the third time, but I don't see how he
hopes to save Clements by merely muddying the waters.

Delfying the "Unknown'" s the "All-Knowing™ end assuming thsat,
while Shelton's "knowledge is relatively but sn insignificsent frec-
tion" of the knowledge possessed by the "All-Knowing Unknown," the
knowledge of Clements and Barwick encompasses the whole of the
"Unknown" knowledge of the "All-Knowing," mey be good metsphysics,
but it is poor science.

We cennot sppeal to the unknown in proof of our position,
when it becomas known it mey be, just the opposite to what we de-
clere it to be. There are meny things that science does not know,
but the ignorsnce nf science in these matters does not constitute
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proof of the correctness of the guesses snd sssumptions of those
who want to know before they reslly know,.

For Barwick's enlishtment the term sex is used to sum up the
physicel and mentsl charscteristics which distinguish mele and fe-
male. Viewed physiologically and psychologically, sex is & group
of physiologicel functions and tendencies and emotional or phychic
correletions, more or less directly related to the biological da=-
tum of the bi-sexusl reproduction of the racse.

Aside from the primery sexusl differences--male and female
sex orgens-~there sre no fixed male end fixed female characters.
All cherescters snd the sesme ones are given by neture tc either of
the two sexes, so that apart from their specific functions, there
is no such thing es a male or female role., "Male charecters™ snd
"female characters" are simply genersl chsracters of the species--
in the cese of men, ere "human characters.”

The two sexes in masnkind end in nesrly sl11 the snimsl and
vegestable series are but repetitions of the same cresture with
specialized functions. The speclalization may extend to functions
other then sexuel, ss to work among bees and was smong termites,
or it mey be purely sexusl.

Men and women are surprisingly alike in every vitel ingredi-
ent of their biological and psychological natures. I have not
sgaoa here to give the evidence, biologicsl, psychologlcal, snd
historical, for all of this, The interested resder will rind it
in my books on sex, now on the press,

Where sexual reproductinn does not occur, as smong amoeba,
there is no question of sex. They ere neither male cr female.

They are asexusl, not sexual. Their mode of reproduction is not
virginsel,

Physiologists do ssy that at birth the ovries ccontein a fix-
ed number of immsture ova and that the number is never lncreased
they never ssy that there is any limit to the number of sperma-
tozoa that can be produced. All biologists say thst ova and sperm
have no sex=-are neither male nor female--and their use of the
terms male and femsle in ccnnection with these is merely for pur-
poses of indentification end differentiation,

The amoeba reproduces by division men propegates by & funda-
mentelly different process. He does not divide, he does not split
into two belngs. The germ-plesm be and she carry does divide, as
does the amoeba, but in doing so it does not merely produce germ=-
plasm, There 1s the production of entirely different kinds of
cells and their organization into orgsns, systems, snd complex
organisms,

The germ-plasm produces @ new men or women, the parents re-
main as they were;they produced nothing. They ars only the chan=-
nel through which flows the river of life--germ-plesm,

Men and women may come and men end women may go, but gesrm=-
plasm goes on forever, The germ-plasm is the only reality; we
are mere evanescent bubbles thst ride for an instent on the crest
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of its waves and go down into the "eternal gilence of tongueless
dust.," It is germ-plssm snd not men end women thst procduces.

The reel truth of the metter is thet sexusl relsticns, norm-
elly, ere not predominently self-regerding, but ere, in effect,
presminently other-regerding in charscter. 'Fit" orgeanisms, so
long g8 they have not lost the seeds of the virtues engendered in
them by the normel course of Nature, affect each nther much as do
the components of & Parallegoram of Forces; they tend to produce
a8 resultart (offspring) equsl to their combined wvelue, Further-
more, theirs being & case of living Dynamics, the resultant grows
cumuls tively in force end tends with esch new generation to favor
the dominance of desirable characters.

Two sexes is e symbiotic srrangement, an arrangement of mutu-
el aid between two or more orgenisms, Symbilosis, sccording to
Reinheimer, is definsble es "that system of mutuslity (wh=ther be-
tween units and units, or meles end femeles, or species end spec-
ies, or genera and genera, or, finelly end very importent, betwsen
the 'Kingdoms' on the grend soale of Nature) under which, whilst
cne part or party devotes itself to one kind of werk snd yields
benefits to others, those others, jointly end severslly in their
turn performing their special duties, yleld benefits to the first
inexchange,™

The absence of symbiotic relations renders possible, perhaps
aven necessitates enormous, though wasteful and ususlly inferior

reproduction. However, such redundent rates of reproduction are

likely to be inverse ration to biologicel utility and are rerely

connected with pathologicsl condtions.

I have previously emphesized the fact that no specles seems
to be eble to live @ "single" life indefinitely. Sconer or later
it must pay tribute to sex. In this sense reproduction is always
sexual.

VWhen two cells unite, living substence is sssimileted direct-
ly into living substence, forming en entirely new and greatly en=-
riched (fertilized) combinstion and restoring the newly formed
"stem-cell" to a primitive, youthful stete. It results in s re-
juvenstion of the biochemicsl p rocess,

Very low in the scele of livin% things there is a process of
reproduction known es conjugation, in which, although the cells
of the species appear to be all eslike, yet, nevertheless, two of
them join together for purposes of reproduction., It is a process
of cell union, not unlike fertilizetion in the higher enimals, be-
' fore the cell-division which follows. Usuelly conjugation is fol=-
lowed by & number of cell-divisions end then conjugation occurs
again,

Amcng meny one-celled organisms remroduction tskes place by
division until the cells become exhsusted; the cells then strength-
en themselves by uniting with like cells--twc cells merging and
becoming one. Without the nuclear regenerstion which is the aim
end consequence of coupling, neither segmentation (division) nor
budding can teke plece, et leaest not indefinitely. The reproduct-
ive powers of asexusl beings sare easily exhsusted unless renswed
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and recuperated by conjugation, Except for this, desth of the in=-
dividuel and finally of the gpecies follows,

This seems to be & universel law, Newer investigations seem
to show that even in the lowest order of living beings some scrt
of an exchange end renewal tekes plece through conjugation of two
individuals, which, by pooling together their individuel proto=-
plasm, they secrifice their individusl ity for the sake of the
species, The physiologist, V. H. Mottrem, says in his Physiology:

"Even among the amoeba comes & time when the stimulus of in-
terchange of substences with thet of other amoeba becomes neces-
sary if the stock is to be re juvenasted. At such s time two amoe=-
ha come together, the protoplasm appesrs 'strained' undesr the
microscope, end after some time of juxtaposition, the cslls dis-

sociate and esch one p rocceds to divide more energetically than
before.”

The union of two undifferentiated cells mey not be exactly a
metter of sex, but it is certainly something more than simple cell
division., It does not seem to differ from the union of two sex
cells, This "sexuel" union of asexuel orgsnisms proves not only
the universel need of union, but thet sex is a meens of rejuvena-
tion and reinvigorstion.

The two forces brought together by the psrent orgenisms re-
sult in e third force which differs from either of them, In non-
sexual reproduction--which is practically continuous dissociated
growth--the plent or enimsl multiplies by simple division end one
cennot tell after it has been divided, which pert is perent. De=-
generation ultimately follows this course. Conjugstion is employ-
ed in order that a commingling of qualities msy take place.

The little river worm, neis, reprcduces by budding, sometimes
as many as six new individuals budding cff from a single worm.
The last-formed individual, however, develops reproductive organs
and thus the continuance of the species in time is provided for,

The same necessity for occasionsl fecundstion or its equiva-
lent exists in hemaphrodite plents end enimels. Self-fertiliza-
tion is not unknown but it is not the rule, Indeed, es Darwin
and others have shown, "Neture abhors perpetuel inbreeding." The
sexual relationship is & symbiotic relstionship; sexusl union en-

genders great advantages. In fact, sexual reproduction represents
the highest form of domestic symbiosis.

Self-fertilization among plants is generally avoided despite
the proximity of the sexes. It is seen only among the lowest and
degenerate forms, forms incapable of greet variation snd develop-
ment, Self-fertilization is esocaped by (1) snthers and stigma do
not ripen et the same time, (2) the position of the two sets of
organs prevents self-fertilizstion, ?3} the plant bears two dis-
tinct kind of flowers (male and female) and these do not mature
at the same time, (4) the plants are dividsed into two sexes; one
plant bears a femele flower, the other a masle flower. The flowers
of wind-fertilized plants open befeore the leaves are in full
growth to ellow of easy sccess of pollen to the pistels. Prof,.
Colen hes prepared the following %1agram_showing the chief adept=-

-196-




ations of plants which enable them to avoid gself-fertilizetion:

(a) Structural Adaptetions Examples
1-The plistil rises sbove the Iris
gtamens

2=-Stamens present in one flower

and pistils present in enother Poplar, Corn
flower

3-Stamens end pistils present in
same flower ripen st different Lpple, Peer Aster
times

L=Pollen will not germinste con Buckwheat, Crchid

stigme of same flower

Cases exist where plants are utterly infertile with their
own pollen, but perfectly fertile when impregnated with pollen
from enother plant of the same species, Species of the passion
flower sre examples, An evsn more extraordinary example of the
gffort to escape self-fertilization is thst of certein orchids,

the pollen of whioch acts 1ike a poison if placed on the flowers
own stigma.

The endless contrivencss in flower-structure, form, appear-
ance, and function, through which plants secure the mutual inter-

chenge of pollen points to cross-fertilization as the normal way
of plent-reproduction,

Reinheimer says:

"By innumerable and immemorable experiences the plants have
leerned thst cross-fertilization i1s preferasble to self-fertilizs-
tion., They would seem to have reslized thet comperstive self=-
sufficiency 1s deleterious, and that the orgenism, in order to be
successful, must be widely related, widely supported, snd widely
useful.***Evidently, the plants have mede greast sacrifices to at-
tain crogs-fertilization, as though they were eager to avoid self-
sufficiency by ell measns in their power. Of course they have
gsined by sacrificing the lower mode of propagation for the higher.
But it 1s 8lso certain thet this gsin in cne importent direction
vwas purchesed by limitations in others, tantemcunt to increased
bio-socisl control." Symbiosis V. Cancer. P. 64, 65,

Those who regard sexusl generstion es & luxury, pertiocularly
among plants, disregard the whole significance of bio-economioc
services end the vast system of inter-action upon which this sys-
tem is based. Practically the whole of thst vast system of plant=-
insect counter-service snd interrelationship would not exist ex-
cept for the existence of cross-fertilization. An srrangement

so widespread, so nearly universsl throughout neture must have
proven good.



How otherwise, than upon the basis of symbiotic necessity
and bio-morel duty, scoount for the grest sacrifices plants have
made for the attainment of cross-fertilization, "by means of
which they have achieved not only & higher status for themselves",
but have been able to render & more "conspicuous service to the
world of life," How have they "learnt™, to 'recognize," asks
Materlink, "that self-fertlilizetion conduces to degeneracy?"

Professor Theodore Colen in his gquestions and esnswers in
BIOLOGY, seys: "Two twigs conteining blueberry flowers were
placed under similer conditions., The floviers on cne twlig were
self-pollinated while thoss on the other twig were cross-pollin-
gted. The cross-pollinsted flowers produced good sized blueber-
ries; the self-pollineted flowers did not develop any ripe blue=-
berries." Prof. Colen says cross-pollination generelly produces:
l-Hardier plants, 2-A greater number of seeds. 3=New plants and
a greeter variety of them.

If, as we have seen, cross-fertilizetion forms & prominent
feature of plent 1ife, thet life must, in some very plain snd ob-
vious fashion benefit therefrom. As plent life is but s psrt of
organic neture, we ere justified in supposing thet the condltions
end results which cross~-fertilizetion tends to evoke eand produce,
will harmonize in thelr tendency and direction with the course
and higher purposes of life.

Cross-fertilized flowers yield more seed end give rise to
stronger and more numerous progeny than self-fertilized flowers.
There is a tendency to greater vigor of offspring when cross-fer-
tilization is employed. ZEvery fact of botony dealing with thse
agcertained results of the one method of fertilizstion, s com-
pared with those obtained by the other, testifies to the enormous
gain, possible and sctuel, to the plent through the effect of
cross=fertilizstion, Pollen lnterchenge 1s a necessity for ener-

getic development end for full fruition of the individuel or rsce
of pla nt,

Among hermaphroditic enimels sutofecundation is exceptional,
or rare. In most such animels it is impossible. Whether the
enimal possesses two genitel glends (mele and femsle) or only one,
8 male, or another individusl scting as e male, send a female or
another individusl scting ss s femele are required to perpetuste
life, Alternstive hermaphroditism in which the same gland is
totally trsnsformed, turn by turn, into msle then into femsle 1
principle, or if the glend is divided between 2 male half snd a

female half, the two halves ripening simultaneocusly or successive=-
ly, but confirms this principle,

Worms and snails, though doubly sexed,cannot impregnate
themselves. They prectice mutuel fecundetlon. The fluke, diplo-
zoon, is hermaphrodite, but not self-fertilizing. When & msle
and & femels of this species coms together, they stay together--
they fuse so that they asre literally one flesh and divorce is
impossible. Theirs is & monogamous union until "deasth do us
pert," Mating emong the higher animals represent a form of union

or fusion in whioh divisicn of labor and symbiotic counter ser-
vice are not lost.
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In the hermaphroditiem of echinodens, of fish, there is
never auto-fecundstion, either the sexusl cells meet outside the
enimels, which possess no copulesting orgens snd hasve no related
genltel l1life, or in a more complex phase, the individuasls heve
exterior male snd female orgens but cannot use them without the

81d of snother individusl., In other cases the eanimel is success-
ively mele end femsale.

Self-fertilizaetion smong hermephrodite esnimals is confined
to parssites end those sre certeinly degraded forms, not under-
going regeneration, but degeneration., Some hermaphrod ite pere-
sites are self-fertilizing, because they often live under condi-
tions thet meke cross-fertilization impossible. Some hermaphro-
dites are so constructed thet they csnnot even practice mutusl fe-
cundation, but three or 2 dozen couple, ocne behind the other form-
ing & garlend,

Among gnats there are asbout ten females to cne male. However
the male is not polygamous, for he dies the instsnt sfter coupl=-
ling. Nine out of ten femsle gnats die virgin, without ever hav=-
ing seen & male, Surely here, if snywhere, is the logicel place
for Neture to revesl her preference for virginesl reproduction.

But she does nothing of the kind. Orly those females that couple

with @ male lsy eggs. Only the few who ere impregnated by & male
propagate the race,

Dr. Clements, Dr. Seigmiester, Dr. Goldwasser, end Mr, Waeg-
ner should find some meens of awekening these virgin gnats to an
ewareness of their reproductive possibilities,

The higher we ascend the animal kingdom the grester is the
demand for cross-fertilizstion. Low down in the scale partheno-
genesis tends to disappear, The union of two cells in propagation
means the union of twa "life-forces"™, thus gilving e grester amount
of energy to the resulting cell then could ever be developed by
a separate cell without union, and mekes grester development pos-
sible. Conjugstion represents a commingling of qualities,

With animals, es with plants, 8 oross between different var-
ieties, or between individuals of the same variety but of snother
strain, glves vigor and fertility to the offspring, while close
interbreeding diminishes vigor and fertility. In mixing their
grotuplasm ?1anta and enimsls rescue thelr germs. The fertiliz-

ng union of two living units is a life-saving act.

Experimental evidence shows thet there is no mysterious bene-
fit in conjugstion @s such, for if there were, all individuals
should benefit from it; wherees, sctually only those that result
from the combination of favorable charscters so benefit, Sexusl
reproduction hes no mysterious, re juvenating, life-giving influ-

ence, but produces beneficial results by combining innumerable ex=-
isting factors,

Crossing, ss shown ahove, is essential to germinel regenera=-
tion, but this has its limitations, Nature must not be supposed
to be efter mere crossing, or mere multiplication, or mere modi-
ficetion, or mere "familisrity", She is after velues in the wid=-
est sense of the word, Crosses depend, for their good results,
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upon bioc-economic senctions, We must not, therefore, look for
too much from a mere "cross™; the oross must be of proper or good
stock. This, however, takes us into the field of heredity and

awey from our primery subject--nsmely, the absolute necessity for
sexual reproduction,

To dete Clements hes run sway from this principle end failed
to disouss it, Is this because he is afreid of it; or because he
knows he cannot refute it; or becsuse he reslizes thast eny ef-
fort of his to discredit this obvious fasct will show up the weak-
ness of his position so strongly thet even his most loyal devotees
will be able to ses 1t?

Comment by Clements

In his s8ixth erticle in this debate, Shelton mentions the
case of Zdenkn Koubkve, sge 24, who won athletic fame as a girl,
and then experienced a chsnpe of sex, devoloping into a man.
This cese, and others similsr, I have described quite fully in
my Science of Regeneration ocourse.

In this partiouler instance the account stated thet the
transformetion was accomplished with the aid of & "slight surgic-
al operstion,"” In his remerks &s to this Shelton says:

"Clements, who believes in surgical miracles, knows nothing
at all of the matter except whet he learned from sensetional
nevspeper stories."

As we resd between the lines of Shelton's remarks, we gain
the inference that this sccount of physicsl trensformetion is on=-
ly s "sensational newspaper" story, to which little credit should
be given. Thet is & crude menner in which to attempt to dodge
the point at issue, Shelton ccntinues:

"How can a slight surgical operation cause this girl's womb,
tubes, ovaeries, etoc.,, to disappeer snd have their pleces filled
with testicles, prostate glend, cowper's glands, seminal tubes,
penis, etc, When we see these things, we mey be willing to con=-
sider thet this nonsensical theory has some reasonable basis, al=-
though this would still not be conclusive proof."

If Shelton is sincere in meking the sbove statement, then he
knows to little about the rudimentary organs of the body aend the
processes of sexual trensformaticn, for him to learn much from
this debate, He must first acquire some knowledge relative to
the fundamentsel principles underlying these things. After that,
he will be more compe tent to understand something of the changes
that occur in sexuel transformetion.

Shelton hes continually referred to the myths of the ignorant
encients to discredit the Virgin Birth Doctrine. He says:

"Biology is not geoing to surrender to theology; the facts of
daily observation will not yleld to ancient myths" (His Articls
5)vee™ihy can we not leave the o%g myths in their graves" (His
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Article 3).

I need not quote him more. The reader saw thet Shelton re-
lied largely on his denuncistion of the myths of the ignorsnt
ancients to support his side of the debate, Then when I pre=-
sented evidencs shoving thet even todasy, under our noses, girls
sre chenging into men, snd exhibited this evidence as more proof
of the assertion that men 1s a degenerate woman, Shelton wants
to know how this cen be? How cen the female orgens dissppsear
and the mele organs teke their place? Heving felt thet these
"heavy questions™ msde s strong impression on the reader, he
climaxed his remarks with the statement:

"hen we see things (these chenges from female to mal e--
Clements), we may be willing to consider this non-sensicel the-
ory has some reasonsble basis, slthough this would still not be
conclusive proof,"

How did Shelton hsve courage to enter this debate, knowing
s0 1little about the subject under consideration? He appears to
be totaslly ignorant of the processes of modification involved in
the development of & mele and a female from the primel bisexusl
embroye in the uterus.

There is one msin trunk, Thet is the fruitful orgenism,
It makes no difference to God or Nature whether you classify this
fruitful organism as female or mele, These are terms invented
by the race to distinguish the sterile crgenism from the fruitful
organism,

When the mein trunk is modified under the Law of Devolution,
8 condition of semi-sterility results, Tha main trunk is trens-
formed by degeneration into two imperfect uni-sexusl halves., In
this degenerstion, the dusl quslities of Crestion sre lost, im-
pairing the Function of Creation. Traces of these dual qualities
still remein in the orgsinsim, They may be seen by Shelton, if
he will exsmine the body of elther men or womaen.

The femasle is transformed into a mele by & process of Cegen-
eration, in which the qualities known as female atrophy, with a
corresponding hypertrophy of the qualities known ss msle. There
is atrophy of the mammary glands, with hypertrophy of the clitor-
is, which becomes a penis. The wvulve undergoes excessive devel-
ogmant and unites, leaving the great seam, ridge, or rephe, at
the point of union., It then becomes & sorotum, into which the
ovaries, under the process of degeneration, prolaspse and descend,
becoming testicles.

Every woman has a potential testis in the rete ovarii. 1In
the process of transformstion, this enlarges into an actusl tes-
ticle and descends into the scrotum,

Every man has a potential uterus (the uterus mesculinus).
Every womsn has a vas deferens (Gartner's dwt), end so on, Lesad-
ing biologists know there is 8 quantitative balance or vaslence
between the male and femsle sex tendencies, ond thot this bel-
ance can be overturned at a certain point (drehpunkt), with sex
reversael resulting.
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This is & orude summetion of an sbstruse subject the import-
ence of which is just coming to the attention of lesding biolog-
ists, end is regsrded now as heving & meaning, But there 1s much
evidence to show thet these seorets of Neture viere well-known to
Shelton's "ignorant encients."” It wes this knowledge thet eided
them in discovering certain secrets about sex that are still very
new to us.

In fact, they ere so new to Shelton thet he seems to know
nothing about them, end declares that even if he saw them, he
would not consider it conoclusive proof to support the "non-sensi-
cal theory" thet I am presenting to the public,

Dr., Shelton--Saientiat or
Sexologist?

By Joseph Striegel

48 one whose mind has not been "hobbled, hypnotized, mesmer=
ized, and hokumized" by Dr., Clements, this writer hereby goes on
record as resenting the sspersions cast by Dr. Shelton upon read-

ers of "How to Live" Msgazine, for which he 1s glad tc be @ sub=-
scriber,

When one's understanding csnnot cope with the situstion, one
usuelly reverts to the humsn freilty of using sophistry end sed-
distic terms in his ¢riticisms, end Dr, Shelton seems to be no
exception to this idicsyncrasy.

Suppose, Dr,., Shelton, comprehended the complex theory of rel-
ativity expounded by Prof. Albert Einstein, (there are supposed
to be only 14 men in the world who do), and it was ell clear es
mud to me, would I be justified in labelling you as a2 "purblind
devotee" of Einstein? Likewise, why should one's lack of intel=-
ligence to understand the metter of parthenogenesis werrant one
calling students of Dr. Clements' teachings "ignorant devotees",

This writer thinks that Dr. Shelton's continusl fight sgein-
st medicsl doctors, medical voodism, medicel esutocracy eand the
"Americen Murderers Association" has given him e "disegreeing
complex", and every time he is confronted with scme contreriwise
idea or doctrine to his own, he immediately develops & defense
mechaenism of scorching words and wise-oracking sphoriams. Thus
does his "anti-medicel complex" stert working in his stirring de-
bate with Dr. Clements on the suthenticity of virginal birth,

When one desls with sick pstients so long end intensively,
as has Dr, Shelton, he is inclined to absorb some of their sick-
ly psychoses snd this shows up in their ressoning, This is not
a resh inference, or else, why did one of Dr, Shelton's reputable
and prominent fellow-Naturopaths mention his name st s public

meeting not long ago end refer to him as enother sick person
amongst all of us?

This writer is indeed glsd not to be engsged in the un-
pleasant, but perheps noble snd humene business of treating the
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sick; when ill, a person should have the intelligence to get well
by himself, and if he has not thet intelligence or ability, he
must succumb to the lsw of "Survivsl of the Fittest®,

Dr, Cerrell seys that "civilizetions ere encumbered with
people who should be dead!" He declares that we save the unfit
in civilizetion by papering the sick end diseased, and mske the
week srificially the squel of the strong. Thet is why we have
meny mentelly end physieelly unfit beings cluttering up our greet
cities. Dr. Carrell believes it would hsve been better had they
ceased to survive the nstural battle of life sgeinst death.

In natursl surroundings, when & person became ill, he would
2o off by himself, ss do the snimsels. He would consider his sick-
ness a8 socisl disgrace, but in civilizastion we have large sanitar-
ia and heslth resorts to cater to these who under the natursl law
would ultimetely go to the wall. Cf course, children need to be
taught and guided in ways of living and meinteining heslth, snd
regaining it when lost, but the parents should be gualified for
this tesk, end all sdults themselves should instinctively know
enough about how to live properly.

Dr., Shelton, in his inimicel mesnner, ssys that believers in
Dr, Clements' doctrine should belong toc @ new religious cult of
Gyneolatry and its members called "Gyneolists". 1In retaelistion,
this writer suggests that sll health teachers end writers who cen-
not see the significance of the femsle rudimentary orgens in Man,
should be dubbed "Naturopaths"™.

How can Dr. Shelten exocuse the fact thet he has his own body
vestigel remsins of the femsle species? How else can he explain
the nipples eppearing on his breasts, except by logically reason-
ing that at one time there was a common progenitor who possessed
these dorme nt organs, capable of functioning, in s bisexusl body.
He and other Naturopaths will empheticelly declare that every or-
gan in the humen bedy serves a purpose, but the fect that present
Men has useless mammery glsnds end other female orgens in his bod;
argues for the surgeons, who can thus use reascn that the appen-
dix, tonsils, etec,, are also superfluous parts and msy be removed
without harm, on the grounds that they are unnecessary.

Nature mekes things perfect; Mean is an exception because he
has degenerated from his primal perfect, bisexual state millions
of yeers ago. If Naeture intended evolutionary chenges to tske
plece in Men, why hsve not the nipples, femele glands, etc., dis-
appeered in the long eons of time Men hes existed., The only pos=-
sible conclusion is thet present Man violsted a preordained sex-
ual law and that he is now a degenerated female, having divorced
himself from his perfectly oonstructed sancestors sges sgo,

Perhaps Dr. Shelton nseds one of the fasts, which he so
readily prescribes for his petients, in order to see the points
in favor of perthencgenesis, or maybe his ego prevents him from
admitting that the femsle sex is superior to the msle., At any
rate, we shall give him snother chence to edjust his "thinking
cep" with the end in view of admitting thaet a virgin mey possibly
give birth to a child thru regenerative living habits and the
sun, &nd not socmebody's "son"!
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Shelton lacks Knowledge

By Dr. Jecob Goldwasser

Dr, Shelton, in referring to the writer es the "gentlemen
from the barren hilltops of Panams,” is merely hurling & few
slurring invectives into the lap of s pioneer, possessing more
gumption and courasge than most of the brittle apostles of health.

When the Pilgrims landed on the shores cf 2merica, our his-
torisns should have mede reference to them "as the ladles and
gentlemen from the barren regions of Messachusetts,"

If the Pllgrims and others had lacked the coursge to cerry
out their ideels snd principles, in the same manner as some of
our health leaders, Shelton might be in some Europesn country
fighting darker forces of reaotion,

Shelton has cesused a certain emount of reaction in the hesl-
th movement, by being ignorent of the fact, that the environment
of the temperate zones casn never supply idesl heslth. Shelton,
being a scientist, still does not know many vital facts sbout the
true physiology of men,

The amezing indifference shown by our present stock, in not
pursuing e better and higher 1ife, will bring grester misery to
future generations, The smezing indifference shown by our fore-

fethers, is responsible for most of the sericus conditions of to-
aay.

Persecution commenced when degenerstion commenced, and dark
forces sprang from it. The persecuted also resorted to persecu-
tion. The Pilgrims left Englend becsuse of religious persecu=-
tions, snd leter persecuted those who did not embrace their relig-
ious doctrines, Ths persecuted vegetsriesns, dwelling in the

midst of pork and beef eating gluttons, bitterly persecute other
vegetarians within their own ranks,

The philosophiss of the East continue to live, while those
of the West will die. The Hindu weas here ages befare the beef=-

eating Englishman snd the pork-eating Americen, end he will be
here sfter they are gone.

The writer is in the tropiocs todey, end has been there now
for two years. He should know the difference between dwelling
in & healthful environment end an unheselthful one. The reaction
of & better condition paves the way for the knowledge of the
most perfect condition, The secrets snd the mysteries of the
Universe ere locked in the brain of men,

The humen brain, sccording to modern scientists, is func-
tioning now only one-tenth &s much es it should., What can the

reagtion be when the humen brein funoctions &s much es fifty per
cent?

We hear everywhere that men is the masterpiece of creation.
A mosterplece cannot be formed, with brein functioning of ten
per cent, snd maeny sleeping glends in the bhody.
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The demonstration of a physiological condition befors our
eyes, to reveal an sccurate condition is the cry of the superfi-
cisl. The sense of sight 1s es limited es the other senses. The

breain of man functlons for every one of the five senses., It is
the brain thet must revesl the sccurate condition, and the mech-
enism called the bresin, is many times more powerful then any
other department within the humen form. Every other department
is only the agent of the brsin, Being limited to & much lesser
degree, ncne cannot transmit to the brain the smount that the
brain can absorbd,

Therefore, the eyes have befuddled Shelton, and almost every
humen on earth., What is more, meny departments within msn sre
asleep, giving men s haphazard picture of the true end correct
condition, It is because meny organs are ssleep, thet most of
the brain is esleep, and these agents csnnct get the proper in-
terpretations to the brain,

Men extracts electricsl vibrations and geses from the ether.
How much he falls down on this job, is revesled by the smount of
electricel vibrations end gases he sttempts to extract from the
weter and the food. Despite whet our dietitiens mey say, the
drinking of water end the eating of food is an unheal thful prac-
tice. The water snd the food that men consumes, must join forces

with the first condition, in order to give men = good supply of
vibretions and gases,

Man todsy welks on the earth and floats in the air. Hs cen
only welk on the eerth, depending How perfectly he can float in
the air. He can only sit on the cheir, depending how perfectly
he can floet in the sir. As soon as the vibretions leave the
Tform, man will fall from the cheir, and also from the earth, if
it were not so large as to prevent,

Our mein sustenance, the air, forms 97% of our existence.
Water and food supply three per cent. I!lhen we omit water , our
exlstence from the earth substance is slmost nil, If cur exist-
ence from the eerth substances is almost nil, in what spheres
did men dwell millions of yeers ego? If we are not interested in
this calculation, then we must lose 811 the knowledge for regen=-

eration., For regeneration can occur only in & more perfect en-
vironment,

The femsle of today ebsorbs a certain amount of vibrations,
The male sbsorbs a certein emount of vibrations, The vibretions
do all the work, and have formed everything. 1If the femsle ex=-
tracts the vibrations from the ether, and so does the male, is it
necessary for the female to extract more vibretions from the e~
ther, or from the mele?

Dr. Shelton, plesse ansver,

If the vibrstinns give us animation, and builds us from an
infant to an adult, they can do everything end perform every con-
dition pertaining to 1ife, The vibrations from the ether can
perform the act of creation in the femele, and I defy any living
scientist to prove thae contrary.
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The smount of vibretions stored in woman for the creestive
act is way up to 90%. Womsn is the lesborstory of 1life. It is a
positive fact, as Clements contends, thet the form of modern man
is imperfect, that the oycle of the vibrations cannct enter com=-
plete, and has therefore spread to the other imperfect forms.

We shall not argue with Shelton respecting religion. That
was and still is used a3 a ocloak to befuddle the masses. We are
concerned with the true physiology of men. Such well-known sci-
enctist es Alexis Cerrel ere shouting from the housetops of the
Immortality of Men. Carrel elso states significantly "thet 1t is
possible to telegraph messages from the brain without the inter-
vention of the senses."

Why must we talk about the immortelity of masn, end bring to
the front meny phases of the sleeping conditions within men? Do~
s this reveel that men todasy is not et the pinnescle of exist-
enoe? Shelton will probably learn in time ebout the theory of
Evolution, what he has learned about medicel bunk end religious
bunk, He may even become stertled thet most of the western sci-
ences are full of error,

In respect to the Virgin Birth, Shelton reminds me of the
doubters of ages ago. When a machine waes produced that could per-
form mirscuously, such as the phonogreph, the skeptic thought
thet men was hiding behind the screens snd throwing his voice,

A more perfect mschine will be invented, end it requires only the
necessary intelligence and meterial to tap the invisible world
for the more perfect condition,

The more perfection conditions that men has lost in devolu=-
tion, are concealed in the invisible world, end cannot be in our
midst., In the same menner, the more perfect machine, yet to be
perfected, cannot be in our midst, Higher conditions, not yet
attained by modern msn, but no doubt lost by the Ancient Masters,
must be in the invisible world.

Shelton should know thsat when the son can live longer than
the father, thet more perfeot conditions exist. That the form
of men can renew every part in its structure, and these perts do
not heve to be replaced, as in the machine, If every part within
man can be renewed and revived, and no physiologist will success-
fully refute that statement, then mesn has the capacity, es Clem=-
ents contends, to reach the stage he formerly enjoyed, This stage
of greeter 1life and a more perfect existence must commence with

woman and the offspring of the regenereste woman will become su=-
perhumsan,

Present humans cannot do the work of the more perfect hu-
mens, The form of men today possesses sleeping organs end a de=-
feotive brain that functions only ten per cent, as stated by
science, This form cannot accomplish whet the more perfect form
aceomplished, that had brain functioning and organs that func-
tioned fully. For you cannot convince me, that the Creative
principle will bring forth 8 mesterpiece with ten per cent brain
functioning and meny sleeping organs, ~

Shelton gave us & fine slogeg when we want teo talk esbout




fever. He says: TFever is s necessary increase in temperature
to fight off some foe cf life." When an electric mechine becomes
clogged, great friction ensues, and the temperature of the parts
increases, When ths humen body becomes clogged, the vitsl force
flows unevenly end grest friction ensues. The temperature in-
creases and the obstructlions 8lear. The obstructions interfered
with the flow of vibretions. The sleeping orgens within msn are
elso interfering with the flow of vibrations. Therefore, these
have spread to other departments, outside of men.

Why must we take vital substence from our form end trensfer
it to another® Is this not sufficient proof that enough vitel
substence is not generesting in one single unit? Is womsn losing
so much vitel substsnce every month, thst she requires a replen-
ishing supply from man in order to become fruitful?

Who has mede the present form of men imperfect® Why cannot
the vibrations enter the form of man more perfectly? What con=
ditlons have man hesped upon his body, that have brcught the de=-
generated conditions®

The civilization preceding this one, sank becsuse of sex de-
bauchery. It became so bad that men exchenged their wives three
end four times & day. Greater degenerstion will occur, unless
proper education is instituted st once, regerding the Crestive
Function, such as Clements 1s trying to do, and for which the
world will owe him much,

Shelton was discharged from the Mecfadden Publications be-
cause he insisted on their publishing his true statements egeinst
tobacco, Undoubtedly he felt himself a martyr to his casuse, end
later subjected himself to greater persecutions. Those who have
resd his works, were slluded to &s fasnatics, etc. With several
gtrokes of the pen, Sheltnn is doing the very ssme thing to Clem-
ents that was done to him. The persecuted resort to persecution,
as stated above.

Shelton calls the readers of Clements religious fanstics.
When e man must resort to this method of rebuttal, then he shows
that he is licked. Clements won this debate in the first instaell-
ment, 8s he predicted. He is sble to defend himself, and needs
noc support from any one.

Religion and philosophy were the same meny years ago. There
is enough philosophy in the Christiasn Bible today to awaken the
masses to a better order of living. For bringing these things
out by interpreting the Bible the way it shculd be, Cldments 1is
the target of bltter ridicule. The Bible contains mesny peerls,
and gems of wisdom, Clements is revealing them to the deluded
masses,

Sex debauchery is leading men back to bsrbarism again., Thers
is no philosophy in eny government that has a workable plen for
the selvetion of humenity. Therefore sll those philosophies will
fail. Our present civilizstion will fail,
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Voice of our Students

Dear Dr, Clements:

You are the greatest scientist of all time. I hope that

what you asre giving your students and readers is sppreciested,
and that more will flock to your fold.

I am striving to be sble to do ina smell wey whaet you are
doing on a larger scele, Your mastery of the King's English and

your clever style of writing are a big treet to sny one.-=Dr, J.
G. ’ Bosten,

Don't Fail to Read This

Dear Dr. Clements:

In enswering the questions of your Science of Regeneration,
I have hed to resist a strong temptation to use knowledge gained
from secret sources. ©Some things must not be meade public, Man-
kind would be in danger of destroying itself. Thst is enother

reason why the Masters concesled their higher tesching in symbol
and allegory.

These wonderful lessons meke me wonder just whet you do
really know. TYour lessons cleverly skim the surface of & vest,
deep subject that wes taught by the Mesters only to their disci-
ples. I am sure you know much more then you dere to put in s
course of study like this, open to the general public,

For instence, you must know, by direct knowledge, thst man
has been on esrth for meny millions of years. You probably wear=-

led of counting up the number of solar yesrs, as you flew back
thru the ages.

Your insistence thet Man wes originslly Bisexzual strongly

indicates that you heve had @ look at Lemuria, the continent that
sank in the Pacific,

The change from Bisexuslism to Unisexuslism begen approxi-
metely 16,000,000 B. C., snd was fully sccomplished sbout 10,500,
000 B. C. Animsls differentiated first, emd resulted in degener=-

ate humens having intercourse with esnimsls, WNotice how Paul re=
fers to this:

God also gave them up to unclesnness thru the lusts of their
own hearts, to dishonor their own bodies betwsen themselves.

God gave them up unto vile affecticns; for even their women
did change the natural use into thst which is ageinst nature.

Likewise elso the men, leaving the nstural use of the women,
burned in their lust one toward snother; men with men working thst
which 1s unseemly (Rom, 1:24=27).

Many centuries before Paul, the some mtter is mentioned:

Whosoever lieth with e beast shall surely be put to death
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(EI. 22:19) ®

Thou shalt not lie with menkind, ss with womenkind: it is
sbominetion.Nelthaer shelt thou lie with any beast to defile thy=-
self therewith: neither shall any women stend before & beast to
lie down thereto (Lev. 18:22, 23).

If a man also 1lle with menkind, es he lieth with a womsn,
both of them have committed en abomination: they shsll surely be
put to death. If a man lie with e beest, he shell surely be put
to death., If s women epproach unto sny beast, and lie down there-
to, thou shelt kill the women snd the beast (Lev, 20:13, 15, 16).

; Cursed be he thet lieth with any manner of beast (Deut, 27:
21}«

luch encient history has been given to the world as fiction.
I could mention other things and vastly mors ancient d evelopments,
but I don't went to be considered insans,

Shelton zlready thinks you are, yet you have disclosed only
what should be obvious facts to those who cen think,--James Erown,
London, Oct, 27, 1936.

CEAPTER NO, X

VIRGIN BIRTH AND DEGENERACY
By Herbert M. Shelton

A number of yesrs have pessed since this debate was conclud-
ed and these post-scripts to it mey prove interssting to present-
day readers,

i"Solence" seems to havd lost its former interest in perthen-
ogenetic reproduction, due, no doubt, to the fact that there
seemed to be no way to commercialize the results.

Modern "science" is the bond slave of capitalism. Scientists
do not seek primsrily for knowledge, but for exploitable techni-
ques. Consequently they passed on to ertificail inseminstion and
ova transplantation. They did succeed in transplenting fertil=-
ized ova, but &s the animals aborted, the process was not com=-
mercislly profitable, Artificial insemination, having proved
profitable, they ere now busily engaged in trying to persuade the
public to sccept this es 8 substitute for normel function a as

8 substitute for the Tamerism thet haes been practiced throughout
history.

In the debate I emphasized the fact that the offspring of
virginal reproduction was always all of one sex a the other;
usuelly they are all femslss, In bees, on the other hend, ws
have an example of the opposite phenomena. All unfertilized egas
of the bee produce msle bess, As these are unproductive snd in-
capable of reproducing themselves, it is obvious thst, in the

absence of conjugation, ths bee hive would soon becomse & ghost
town.,
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Prof, Thomes Hunt Morgen seys in his Embryolo and Genetics
that, "the production of males only from unfertillzed 6gge is of
widespread ooccurence in many species of bees and related forms.,”

In most forms in which virginsl reproduction is ssen, there
is en slternation between bisexual and parthenogensetic reproduc-
tion. BSometimes several generetions of the seme animsl will be
prodeced parthenogeneticslly, then males will be produced end sex-
ual generation will follow. This reappssrence of the male after
several genersations of virginal reproduction shows unmistekably
thet the mele has lsin dorment in the heredity-units of the par=-
thenogeneticelly reproducing forms for one or seversl generations,
end has not been sctuslly lost,

Morgan tells us thet of the many factors which have been
studled and which heve been thought to produce virginsl reproduc=
tion, that of nutrition only has been shown convincingly to be
effective. Unfortunately he does not stress the significence of
the studies thet were msde with food.,

For this stress we must go to Reinheimer of England, who has
shown that it is a redundancy of rich snd ususlly insppropriate
fere that results in parthenogenetic reproduction and that fast-
ing and a return to more wholesome fare snd to moderation results
in a recurrence of the mele, Morgen provides an exemple of this,
but feils to comment upon its significance, perhaps because he
was not sufficiently awere of the role of nutrition in the inte-~
gration, disintegretion snd re-integration of organisms, In dis-
cussing virginal reproduction in Hydratina, he says thet if these
are fed on colorless flagellate profozoa, such as Polytoma, they
continue indefinitely to reproduce parthenogenetically, but when
fed on pree flagellete, (Chlemydomonas), orgsnisms containing
chlorophyl, nesrly all of the next generstion of femsles produce
mele eggs, or, if they ere fertilized, sexusl eggs. A change
of food ends the parthenogenetic and initiates a sexuel line, but
Dr, Morgan does not know why.

It is mrobably s difference in food supply thet sccounts for
the fact that several species of animel s are represented in cer-
tain locelities by females only and in other localities by both
Sexes. In the first case, parthenogenetic reproduction occurs,
in the letter sexusl reproduction tekes place., Morgan emphasizes
the fact that "parthenogenesis is widespread in the enimel king-
dom™ and "1s also known in plants," and follows this by the
statement that "eggs in themselves have the power to develop."
Vlhile he thinks that this gives us & different picture of the

fertilizing process than that commonly held, he provides us with
an alternstive view that appesrs sound,

At any rate, experiments have shown that spermetszoa 8lso
have the power to at least hegin to develop independently of the
ove, Thelr contribution to the reproductive process is actuslly
what the term fertilization implies and they are not merely, ss

Morgan suggests, something that removes a block that holds the
ege in check,

The experimentel production of virginel reproduction, in-
volving, ag 1t does, the use of meny veried sgents to occasion
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the beginning of development in the unfertilized egg, has suc-
ceeded in prnducing psrthenogenetic reproduction in snimals that
are never seen to 8o resroduce in wild nsture. In these cases,
slso, the young have alwsys been of one sex., Another significant
fact has been brought out by these experimentel efforts: npamely,
thet, in many forms in which parthenogenetic development is in-
ititsted, the egg is unsble to bring the new form to full devel-
opment, Only a few preliminary embryologicel stages sare produced
and then the process ends. This feilure of evolution in these
cases throws 1ight on the obvious inferiority of virginelly re-
produced forms, Although sufficiently viability in some species
to complete the evolution of the new being end to continue this
for a number of generations, they sre not as vigorous nor es
stable as sexuslly reproduced orgenism. The failure of meny
forms to complete embryonic evokution shows that therse is lack=-
ing in the ovum, sufficient viebility end “strength" for the best
results in reproduction. The differences between those forms of
thet fail to complete their evolution end those that succsed in
completing it are not so grest, Thils fact should convince Dr,
Clements that he is following & phentom when he seeks to regener-
ate the human race by means of pesrthenogenetic repreoduction., For,
even if virginel reproduction is possible in men, he has nno mesns
of knowing, either that the offspring will be males or how long
the process can be continued, nor cen he assure us that, contrary
to what is observed in lower animel forms, the products of such
reproduction will be superior to whet we now see eround us, and

T freely admit thet what we now see is a cattle pen full of men
and women that any intelligent cattle breeder would send to the
butcher and not use for breeding purposes.

It mey and mey not be significent that the Bougueron sxper-
iment in virginel reproduction of human beings was abandoned af-~
ter thirteen years of futils effort and sdmitted to have been a
feilure., The men who ettempted it were not men of science and
they seem to hasve confined themselves to the effortato "antivate”
the unfertilized ova by ultra violel rays 2lons. &lthough, per-
haps highly improbsble, 1t remains theoretically possible that
some means may somedsy be found to start pmerthenogenetic repro-
duction in the humsn rece., If this ever occurs, it yet remesins
tc be seen whether or not the embryos thus sterted on their road
to development will be sble to complete the process end finslly
reach maturity. Be this as it mey, sufficient knowledge of the
process is now in our hands to prove to any unpre judiced man or
woman that no possible raocial regenerstion could come from it,
On the contrary, the aveilable evidence, and there is a mountain
of this, points in the direction of greater degeneration.

As we have seen that the greatest slngle factor in determin-
ing virginal or sexuel reproduction is nutrition, it should be
obvious that in this field lies the greatest force for the im-
provement of the race, In saying this I would not be understood
as discounting the importence of selecticn and heredity, but it
is probable that nutrition is of greeter Importance sven than
these. So far we have only scratched theé surface of the relstion
of nutrition to the re-integretion of the race, This should be
the next step in the investigetion of nutritionsl problems,

An outstanding example of the role of food in the integra-
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tion of orgenisms, involving both structure snd function, 1s pro-
vided by the bee hive,

All the larvae hstched out of the unfertilized eggs snd sl=-
most ell of those hatched out of the fertilized eggs are fed on

bee bread; » very few of the larvae from the fertilized eggs are
fed on royasl jelly.

411 the femsles fed on bee bread sre smll, like the males,
and sre sterile. They are worker bees that engege in gathering
nectary and pellen and in the menufacture of hcney.

The females that recelve the royel fasre grow and develop
faster, reasch maturity earlier, are nuch larger, and live meny
times &8s long, end sre productive. They lay eggs st a prodigious

rate, a queen bee often laying more then her own weight in egsgs
in 8 single day.

The differences in structure snd function of the queen bee
and the worker bees is determined by the different fares upon
which they are fed in the larval stage. They differ in structure,
functions, size, and in length of life., Unlike the worker bees,
the meles or drones sre not sterile, but they perform no work,
They lack structure for work.

HERMAPHRODITISM AND DEGENERACY
By Tervert M. Sheltoa

Normal sdult hermsphroditiam is rare emong the higher ani-
mals, although common among the lower, GCases of abnormel herma=-
phroditism sre often reported in man, but these turn out, upon

investigation, to be nothing more then greet elformetion and de-
fect of the genitselia,

Lmong invertebretes, such as sponges, coelenterates, worm
types and mulluses, true hermephrodite forms are of frequent oc=-
currence, Among forms "normally" hermsphrodite there is often the
production of unisexusl forms. Corals snd polyps are examples of
this., There is snother series of cases called "paertial herma-
phroditism,” in which only one kind of sex organ--ovary or tes-
tes--develops, but there are more or less emphatic hints of the
other. The snail, esrth-worm and leech ere supposed to be ex-
amples of pertiasl hermephroditism.

Though the sex organs sre the most importent expressions of
the funderental sex-differences, they are by no means the sole
expressinn, end 1t is thought that it 1s impossible to separate
partisl from sbnormel hermesphroditism, especially so since almost
all cases (there sre s few apperent exceptions) of pertial herma-
phroditism "occur as exceptions.™ Reinheimer thinks this points
to & fundamental and universal cause, and thet from such studies
*it becomes increasirgly evident that for the greater part we
are dealing with paedogenetic snd antithetic developments.”

It is interesting in this connection, to note that Cedes
eand Thomsen connect hermaphroditism with the degeneracy that re=-
sults from perasitism. In discussing hermephrodites in pasrasitic
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worms, they say: "it seems plausible to connect the retention of
hermaphroditism with the degeneracy of parasitism, snd also with
the rich, yet at the seme time stimuleting, nutrition, which may
faovr the retention of double sexuslity. The utility of the herm=-
aphredite stete, if the eggs of these animels sre to be fertiliz-
ed and the species maintained, can hardly be doubted, but this
does not explain the facts, It is importent to notice, too, that
self-fertilization--thset is, union of the eggs and sperms of the
seme orgenism--has been proved to occur in severel trematodes,
end seems to be slmost universal in cestodes. This rey be one of
the conditions of the degenerscy of these paresites, for frequent

as hermephroditism is emong plants end enimels, self-fertilize-
tinn is extremely rare,™

Before we go on to & consideration of the sssocletion of herm-
aphroditism with d egeneracy, let me peuse here, long @znough to
point out whet should be obvious to every one of my rsaders, that,
self-fertilization, even when it does occur, is not virginel, but
bi-sexusl reproduction., Whether the two sexes sre joined, es in
hermaphroditism, or sepsrated as in bi-sexusl eninsls, the fertil-
ization of ove by sperms is sexusl rather then parthenogenetic
reproduction. The fact of union or sepsretion of the sexes is
immaterial to the neture of the process.

But there is snother and vitally impertant fact connected
with self-fertilizestion that mey help to sccount for the degener-
scy thet is seen in self-fertilizing forms; namely, amﬁhimixis,
or the mingling of parentsl gqualities frocm two differe parents,
does not occur. There is, thus, an increasing intensificetion of
degenerative tendencies in self-fertilized forms. Darwin showed
the evils that flow frem self-fertilization in plsnts, Nec doubt
the same evils flow from self-fertilization in enimal s,

This degeneracy thet is seen to flow from self-fertilization
in hermsphroditic forms, resulting, no doubt, from the absence
of amphimixis, mey throw sone l1ight also on the results of par=-
thenogenetic repronduction, Although the first is definitely sex=-
ual reproduction and the other is virginal, they both have one
thing in common: nsmely, the absence of sny commingling of par-
ental qualities, hence they should, and so far as the evidence
shows, they do, lead in the same genersl and downward directicn.

The 1imitations end recariousness of parssitic life neces-
sitate the adoption of various expedients end meny of them, at
least, have succeeded in sidestepping nature's provision of
dichogmmz, by which she normelly prevents self-fertilization,
3ut this is not the rule, even in these degenerate forms, not
even smong internsl parasites. "Why are not internal parasites
parthenogenetic,” ask Gedes end Thomson, According to the visws
of these suthors snd to the current views of the metter smong
biologists, there is an "ideal" persistence of "favorsble condi=-
tions.™ Continuously bathed in rich nutritive fluids esnd scarce-
ly ever harrassed by elternating good and bsd times, favoring
"anabolic or catabolic condition,® they would seem to be "ideally"
circumstanced, Yet, protection, shelter and "favorable conditions”
are not sufficient to prevent their disorganizetion and resort
to low forms of multiplicetion. TFor the most part they are sunk
go far below their parthenogenetic exterior cousins and sre
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acoording to these ssme authorities, "very generally hermephrod=-
itie," they rerely prove to be self-fertilizing. Indeed, their
degeneracy is such thet these suthorities say they "have more-
over gone beyond parthenogenesis to prolific asexuwsl reproduc=-
tion," Note that here, slso, we have to do with nutrition in or-
ganic disintegrstion.

There sre greest numbers of hermaphroditic plants and enimals
in nsture, but they are all low forms end almost if not wholly
degenerate forms. We are practically forced tc believe that
hermaphroditism is the result of degenersticn, This is, of
course, the reverse of the position taken by Dr. Clements, who
holds thet men was originally hermaphroditic =nd hes become bisex-
ual as the result of degeneration, I am, however, more inclined
to accept the evidence of nature than the wild vagesries of erm
cheir philosophers.

Let us speculate, however, for a minute upon this theme of
his. Let us essume thet primitive man wes @ hermaphrodite, that
hermaphroditism is his normesl stste. We are then left with a
few questions thet his hypothesis does not attempt to snswer.
These are:

1. Did this hermephrodite ™man" reproduce perthenogenetic-
ally?

2. If so, what was the need for the mele component of the
hermaphrodite?

3, Wes this primitive hermephrodite masn capeble of self-
fertilization and dié he reprnduce by this method?

L. Or wes he, like most hermephrodite animaels and plents of
the present, incapable of self-fertilization?

5. If he was not capable of self-fertilization what advan-
tage did the hermsphrodite form have over the mresent bl-sexusl
arrangement?

6. Finally, would not the hermephrodite srrangement have
been & great hendicap to life and sctivity in en snimel as com=
plex as man?

SEX IS FUNDAMENTAL
By H. M. Shelton, D.P.D.N.T,.

Had this debate been confined to the subject of virgin
birth it would not heve lested so long, I would have sdmitted
the existence of normal virginsl reproduction in certain low
forms of life and the artificisl production of perthenogenetic
propegetion in certain higher forms, I would have admitted the
theoreticel possiblility of ertifically inducing virginsl repro-
duetion in the highest forms, including man. I would have shown
that virginal reproduction cannot continue indefinitely, without
the aid of sexusl reproduction, without producing weskness, de-
generacy, biological exhaustion snd extinction of the 1lins. A41l1
these things have been sdmitted or proved in my preceeding in=-
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stsllmentas. But sll of this ocould have besen shown in one install-
ment and the debate closed.

In building up his theories of 1ife, howsver, Clements hss
made virginal reproduction but a part of & broader theory, and has
buttressed one part with snother, It wass necessery to show thsat
these other parts are false, or else thast he has misinterpreted

what is true. In this instsllment I must address myself to s sim-
ilar task.

Clements repeatedly quotes Lester F., Ward, Albert Wiggam and
Clement Wood te show thet science holds that women was first end
that she created man. In this he distorts what these men, who are
not scientists, and certain scientist do acutally say.

Wood ,Werd, Wiggam and most scientists sre evolutionists, and
thelr interpretation of sex asnd life 1s based on the theories of

transformism of Lamerk, Darwin, Spencer, Huxley, DeVries, Haeckel,
@t. ali

According to this theery, 21l living things are descended
from a primitive speck of protoplesm that somehow originated in
the early ages of the earth, At first sll life was sexless--nel~
ther msle nor female--snd propagetion was by simple division.,
With the ewolving complexity of 1life & different form of repro=-
duction became necessary--sex was evolved, According to some,
the first being possessing sex were hermaphroditic, ILater there
ceme about a divisicn of the sexes.

The division of the sexes occurred far down the scale of
life and was complete ages before men evclved. Man is descended
from some "ape-like srboresl progenitor" which was not herma=-
phroditic. Thus, according to the theories of Wood, Wiggem, and
Ward, neither man nor womsn preceeded the other, but both came
forth together from bi-sexual pre-humen parents,

Clements rejects this theory of transformism and only illog-
ically calls its conclusion to testify in behslf of his own hy-
pothesis, He must distort the testimony of these men end meke
them appear to teach whset they do not teach, in order to support
his own assumptions, When these men say the femsle was first,
they are thinking of the hypothesis of orgenic evolution and are
way down close to the bottom of the scele of life; they are not
affirming thet women preceeded and produced man,

The reader should understend thet this difference betwsen
the two theories is fundamentsl and rsdical and, therefore, the
stetements of Darwinians that the female precesded the male does
not mesn the seame thing thet Clements means when he says that
woman produced man., His distortion of the teachings of evolu-
tionists represents & deliberate effeort to deceive both himself
and his readers,

Clements and Derwin do have one thing in common--they both
attempt to interpret the existence in the embryo and adult of
what appear to be rudimentsry orgens of both sexes. There is,
however, a big difference here. Clements selects only sex rudi-
ments end derives man snd women from @ hermaphrodite god; Darwin
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considers 81l the rudiments and dreives men from & simiasn an=-
cestor.

Dr. Ales Hrdlicka, curaetor of the Smithsonian Institute,
Weshington, D. D., discussing "The Evidence Bearing on Man's Evo=-
lution," Smithsonien Institute Report, for 1927, ssys: "the hu~-
man embryoc shows et verious steges traces of prehumen cherscter=
istics thet disappear or are reduced to rudimentesry condition in
the course of subsequent development., These matters are too
technical for & general discussion, but feastures that may be
mentioned are the initiel primitiveness of the neck, hends, and
feet; the rudimentsry teil which persists in the humen embryo up
to and even over the ninth week of prenatel sge; the early heir
covering the body and fece; the presence of plain treces of the
intermexlllary bone; the at first birdlike, entirely smooth brain,
These eand other similar festures, taken together, ere so impres-
sive that the human embryonsl period has been celled the period
of recapitulstion of evolution.

If Clements is right in taking what appear to be rudimentary
female organs in men, or in embryos that become men, and what ap=
pear to be rudimentary mele orgens in women, or in embryos that
become women, and interpretating them es proof of men's herma=-
phrodite origin; then, surely Darwinians are right in employing
the rudiments or apperent rudiments of organs belonging to apes,
or quadrupeds, as proof that men has ascended from lower animels,
instead of having descended from & god.

The reeder will please bear in mind thet I am taking neither
side in this issue between Clements snd the advocetes of trans-
formism. I am only interested here in exposing the illogicelness
of Clements' position,

If rudiments ere to be used es a basis of interpretation,
then 2ll rudiments and not merely e few are to be used as such a
besis, The rudimentary hair (and some of it is not rudimentary)
that covers man's and woman's body, point as unmistakable to a
hairy encestor as rudimentery milk glands on man's chest point to
& hermephrodite sncestor.

I have heard stories sbout dogs chesing their own tails,
but I have never seen & dog that was foolish enough to do it.

Clements 1s the only being I have ever watched in the asct of
chasing his teil, He tries very hard to prove thast men should be
and is, potentislly, @ hermephrodite. 7Yet in his "Comments by
Clements" in the September issue he says of hermaphrodites:
"Shelton may call this a 'fresk' of Nature, not knowing that
these alleged fresks ere the result of human hebits and practices
interfering with Nsture's processes,

"It is not the feult of God but of men thet idiots and crip-
ples ere born, God does the best He c¢esn under the cirocumstsnces.
The same is true as to hermaphrodites. God does the best He can
under the circumstances, and the resulting deformation in physioc=
al construotion we ignorantly call 'fresks'.,"

This mekes of the henmaphrod%te e botch job resulting from
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the 1lnterference of mighty man with the work of puny God, He puts
hermephrodites in the ssme c¢less with idiots and cripples snd pro-

duces them by similer faulty pocesses. "Whom the gods would des-
troy they first meke mad."

He follows this with the amusing statement thst Shelton
"seems not to know thet, under the law, each efter its kind and

like begets like, woman must possess potentiaslly all the physical
quelities of man."

I wonder if it has escaped Clement's sttention thst women has
considerable help from man in begetting man and women. Has he
forgotten that virgin births among rabbits produce only females?

The doe does not seem to "possess potentially all the physical
quelities" of the htuck.,

Reversing the rest of Clements' ergument in his "Comments,"
it would read like this: Vomen has in s developed stste what man
has in & rudimentary state. 1t 1s the hypertrophy of the femele
element in the male, With 8 corresponding 6trophy of the mele ele-
ment, thst produc¢es woman.

I hope by this (I fear it is e vain hope) to meke it clser
to both Clements and his self-blinded devotees that, his theory
of bi-sexuel origin of men does not loglically meen that the male
comes from the female; is produced by the overdevelopment of some
and the failure to develop of other of her perts. It means, ra-
ther, that the male represents one half end women represents the
other helf of our primordal hermephrodite father—Man, It means
that both sexes are incomplete. The hypothesis is @ very old
one, but Clements seems not to be eble to fully understend it.

If Clements will tske the trouble to read The Science of

Regeneration, by A. Gould and Dr. Frenklin L. Dubols, published
In I%Ii eand Sex Force, Anon.,, published in 1913, he will find a
much better statement then his of "the fields of learning thet
threstens to revolutionize the science"™ of sex, which Dr. Barwick,
thinks "Clements hes opened up the wey into,"™ and which Clements
compleins the magszines will not let him give to the people--
won't accept his ed. They even include the funny notion that the
separation of the sexes resulted from "sin."

Gould and DuBois do mekes one fatel mistake: they read parts
of the Bible thaet Clements skips over. They found that St. Paul
seid: '"For the men is not of the women, but the woman of the
men." (1 Cor. XI:8-9)., They also read the whole of the happen-
ings in Eden end found Adam, the man, saying of Eve, the woman,
"This is now bone of my bone, and flesh of my flesh; she shall be
called women, because she was taken out of men,"

The "Wisdom of the Ages"™ is speaking, Dr. Clements; incline
thine esr and learn of her, Remember it was msn, not women,
that God oreated in his image. Man wes the hermaphrodite being;
women was an afterthought, Indeed God created her out of Adem's
rib efter he and Adem were unable to find a helpmeet for Adam
emong ell the enimels of the earth., Go back and resd the "record."

The careful readser of that "record" will observe that the
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"Separation"™ of the sexes was not the result of “sin", becsuse
"it is not good for men to be alone." Therc is no hint of any
gin until efter the "separstion," WNen needed compsnionship,
love, emotional expression, which could not be hasd from another
mele-femsle "IT",

Clements mekes confusion werse confounded by giving msn two
vestigal uteruses. He quotes Leland as seying, "The prostate in
men is simply a womb 'out of employment.' Then he quotes Waught
as saying "the prostatic glands are indentical in both sexes; '
the uterus masculinus found in meles is identical with the womb
or vegina 1n the female," If Waught is right it seems that 1t 1s 1
women's prostete that is out of employment.

The prostete in man is a glandulsr structure snd could not
possibly be produced by strophy of the womb., If the "uterus
masculinus" is a resl vestige of a uterus, this should show Clem-
ents what happens to s womb when it etrophies--it does not become
a gland and produce internsl snd external secretions.

He grow still worse when he endeavors to conne¢t the female
urethra and clitoris in order to show them to be e trophied re-
mains of & penis. Their errengements and locations do not permit
of the interpretation he gives.

"The mele is a mel-formed femele," This from one who asserts
over snd over 2gein that men's ancestor wes a hermephrodite, His
theory, which he seems not to understand himself, is that both
the maele and the femsle are differentiated and incomplete and re-
sulted from degenerstive changes in the hermaphrodite encestor.
Men did not come from women--both men end womsn resulted from the
splitting of "IT."

Although the full report of the case of Zdenks Koubvke, of
Czechoslavaekia, shows that "she" was a pseudo-hermaphrodite, who
wes a8 male from before birth, whose sex was obscured by the de-
formity, end in which there was delsyed puberty, Clements con-
tinues to tslk of this and similer ceses as though they actually
represent the change of a femele into a mele. It seems that
facts mean nothing to him--only his pet hypothesis counts snd it
must be upheld at 8ll costs, There is not @ single case on re-~
cord of a real female ever being transformed into a mals.

In my first instsllment in this debate I pointed out thet
the King James transletion of Genesis, 6:2-5 is very feulty and
gave the correct translation. But the correct translestion does
not support Clements' hypothesis so he ignores it and respssts
the incorreoct one in his September instellment. He does not seem
to care more for correct transletions than he does for facts.

I don't care what the Bible says, or what Paul thought, or
how we are to interpret the Edenic myth, or enything about eny
of the other things Clements draws from Hebrew mythology. To me
Hebrew mythology is of no more value than Greek, or Norss, or
Chinese mythology. But I would like to know where these fair
"dsughters of men" came from that the "sons" of God picked for
wives., Those hermaphrodite gods should have been producing not
sons, but hermaphrodites. Andzﬁgn, well he must have heen fer-
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tile and productive in those days, else how did he have daughters?
Where, too, did this man come from to have daughters? I don't

know whether to laugh over Clements' follies or cry over his
stupidities.

It was very noble of Dr, Reckow to rush his sld to Clements
when he felt Clements needed assistence in the uneven struggle,
but he might have done better had he not been so cocksure that
Clements, Siegmeister, Barwick, Wasegner snd he know everything
and have definitely and for ell time settled sll the problems in
hesven end earth, As it was, he only succeeded, cuttle-fish like,

in throwing out en inky-bleckness that obscured the points at is-
sue,

Dr. Rackow expresses surprise thet "the logical and thought=-
ful mind of Shelton" should have teken the negetive "side of @
topic desling with the question of the Bi-sexual arigin of man,
and the probability of the Virgin Birth."

I must agein insist that the origin of man is not the subject
at issue., I don't care, so fer as the present debste is concern-
ed, whether God msde "them" male and female, or made "IT" male-
femele; in either cese sexusl reproduction is the meens by which
they ere"fruitful snd multiply." It was by the sexuel method thet
Adem "knew his wife end she oonceived™ and bore him & SON.

So fer as ocur subject is concerned, it does not metter wheth-
er man originated through a process of "Descent with Varletion,"
from & microscopic speck of proto-plssm that arose spontaneously
in the slime and ocze of the primordal see, or was shaped and
fashioned by the hand of God out of red clay on the banks of the
riger Euphrates, six thousend years ago. We are not debating or-
igins,

Clements, too, continues to confuse the matter of origins
with viregin birth. He is so obscured by his hypothesis of man's
hermaphrodite-god progenitor thet he continually confuses this
hypothesis with the subject we are supposed to be debating. The
metter of origins is irrevelant to the issue. So far as I am
concerned, I do not care whether I am descended from @ hermaphro-
dite god or a tsilless ape--I am, in either cese whet I em and,
as Popeye would ssy, “"that's all I ysm,"

Clements cells Derwin snd Huxley to his sid in his efforts
to prove descent., Ile especislly quotes their remsrks sbout rudi-
mentery orgens, but overlcoks the fect that they sre discussing
2ll rudiments and not merely sexusl rudiments. Man's rudimentary
tsil, which in some ceses is five and six inches long, the rudi=-
ments of the muscles that once moved his ears, the rudiments of
the skin muscles that once moved his skin, as s cow does hers if
a fly elights on it, his rudimentery heir, the gill-arches of
the embryo--these and other non-sexusl rudiments were as signif=-

lcant to Derwin and Huxley, et., 8l,, &8s were rudimentary breasts,
wombs, etc,

Clenents says: "The solentific manner in which to solve
this problem is to accept the facts ss they appear and consider
them in their natural relstion to the orgsnism and its function.”
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But when Darwin snd Huxley, et. 8l., do just this, he runs from
their conclusion--thet man's sncestor was @ heiry, teiled ape,
thet back of thet he was & quadruped; that prior to that he was

8 fish, Or does Clements reject this? Resding pesregraphs two,
three and four on page two, three and four on pege sixteen of the
Seftembar issue, one is led inevitably to conclude thet subcon=-
sc

ously, if not consciously, Clements hes esccepted Darwin's
hypothesis,

It is emusing, however, to reaed his assertion thet the "mar-
suplel form is & near approach to bi-gexuslism," and to have him
sey "evolutionist edmit," when he is discussing, not their ed-
missions but their theoreticsl assertions. Is he trying deliber-
ately to confuse his resders, or is he confused himself? Let him

choose either horn of the dllemna he will, he will be impaled
thereon,

Clements quotes the mystic speculstor, Plato, es saying:
"Primitive man was mesculine-feminine in a single being," and
says "the evolutionist ridicules such stetements." Then he quotes
Derwin, Huxley, Wnod, Werd, Wiggam, Ceusey and cther evolutionists
confirming this seme ststement, He could heve also quoted Wal-
lace, Tyndall, Cope, Hasckel, Romaines, and meny living svolu-
tionists to the seme effect. Clements is delighted with Darwin's
statement that in order to sccount for rudimentary orgens "we
heve only to assume™ that they were possessed in a perfect state
by some remote encestor. Clements loves to build on assumptions,
but lacking Derwin's honesty, he does not call them assumptions,

But Clements overlooks the fact that Darwin's "remote ances-
tor™ was not & hermephrodite god, but & hermephrodite lower ani-
mal, Clements overlooks something else even more important to
our present discussion--namely, thet e hermaphrodite being was as
much male as female, was not a womsn, or at least, was as much
man as women, end that the very srrangement of the sex organs
made self-fecundation impossible end mutuel fecundastion impera-
tive. But even self-fecundetion, involving as it does the union
of ovum and spermatozoon, would not be & virgin birth.

We are discussing virgin births--parthenogenetic reproduction
--and this does not belong to hermephrcd ite animals. They employ
sexual reproduction exclusively; avoiding, even, self-fertiliza-
tion, although self-fertilizstion 1s not pasrthenogenetic reproduc-
tion, It is still sexusl reproduction, involving the union of
ovum and sperm, eand 1s seen, in animals, only in greatly degener=-
ated parasitic forms,

Whetever causes or determines sex and sex differences is not
fully known, but it seems fully established that in most animsls,
men included, the sex of the offspring is determined et the begin-
ning of the individusl 1ife-cycle, that is, et the fertilizetion
of the egg. Usually the sperm cells are of two kinds and sex is
determined by which kind of sperm cell impregnates the ovum. In '
some forms, such as butterflies, moths, and birds, it is the egg '
cell which carries the sex determining factor, In these the i
male possesses two chronosomes, the femsle cne. In all other an-
imels so far exemined the femnle hes two and the rele cne.

=-220-

_#




Not until the end of the second month of uterine development
is 1t possible to tell the sex of the human orgsnism. From this
time forward the development of individusl sex differences be=-
comes increasingly prominent, Clements sttaches too much import=-
ence to the first two months of embryologicsl development and not
snough to subsequent developments. He asserts that male and fe-
male embrycs ere identicel in the early steges of development end
that differentiation into sexes oocurs leater,

To assert early cneness in the face of known differences, ev-
en in the germ, is to ignore faots in favor of theory. Chromocsome
differences may not be the sole differences that exist between the
egg that develops into & male and one thet develops into a femsle,
even though other differences may not be distinguishable. It
would seem thet the embryo thet can be developed into a male, is
Just as different in neture from the embryo thet develops into e
female 8s the mesle is different from the femsle,

This could be steted in enother way however; to-wit: the
fully developed meleand female differ from sach other in many es-
sentiael respects; therefore, the embryos of man snd of wemen, al-
though they sppear indenticsl, are escentiaslly different. Clem-
ents conclusion is drewn from s mere ceeming and very trasnsient
identity, while the fact that the two embryos are essentisily
and fundementally different is shown by the vast distanco apert
at which they arrive by development.

Embryology s epplied to ontology, (individusl development)
end phylogeny (rsce history) feils, in that it deels only with
the surface of things. It accepts resemblences, microscopic and
macroscopic, 2s an explanstion of the essence of things, while it
taekes no notice of the essentiel, well-known, but unseen éiffer-
ences. It is folly to say thet evanescent similerity indicates
radical identity. To assert embryological identity in the fsace
of the widest sdult essential differences, and differences all
along the line, is not justifieble.

We know beyond doubt thet embryos which look closely slike
are almost infinitely different in their powers of develcpuent.
The first stages of the development of frog, dog, and man are &s
nearly identicsl as are the first stages of mele snd femsale,
Evolutionists use this fact to prove what Clements re jects--man's
animal origin., The essential qualities of these embryos are be-
yond the power of microscope snd eye to reveal. The thing to be
accounted for by Clements 1s the unseen differences between the
embryos. Resemblances between embryos are less significsnt than
thelr invisible differences.

It is evident that while all embryos mey seem to be identi=-
cal, they are really @s far apart as sre the fully developed men
and woman; snd I insist that however much alike the two embryos
may apgear, they are no neasrer together in their esssntisl struc-
ture than the sdults, or even from eggs to adults, these lines
will be perallel, not divergent,

How foclish to sccount for the differences in the two sexes
by saying the ovaries and testicles produce different secretions.
These sccnunt only for pert of the secondary sexusl differences.
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They do not sccount for the primery sexusl differences, of which
the testicles and overies gre most important. It is first neces-

sery to sccount for the testicles in one and overies in the
other,

Testicles do not meke the men, nor ovaries the women. The
ovarian hormone does not produce the ovaries; the testicular hor-
mone does not produce the testicles, These glends are part of sex
differences, not the creators of the differences.

Mesculinity and feminity begin before there is much testicle
or ovary to meke anything. Whoever looks st sn apple on an apple
tree eand says: "These apples maeke this an apple tree," is say=-
ing the seme thing as the physiologist who says, "These testicles
make this msn & male; these overies this womsn a femle."

Identical twins, and siamese twins, which are only incom-
pletsly separated inﬁentical twins, are always of the same sex.
Fraternal twins are commonly of opposite sexes. This indicates
that the sexusl determinant resides in the germ c¢ell not in sub=-
sequently developed glands. These determinents themselves must
account for the development of the glsnds. A mere handful of ex-
perimentel end pethologicel sbnormslities which seem to contra-
dict this ere not a sufficient or dependable foundation to build
a8 philosophy of 1life upon,

Recently, while going through a work, in Spanish, dealing
with sex, I ran across a photograph of a woman with four breasts,
A number of such cases sre known to science.Evolutionists inter-
pret these as atavistic revivals of once functioning breasts
that were possessed by our hypotheticsl quadruped ancestors.
Clements will re ject this view; will he, then say these rudiments,
or vestiges, are evidence that the hermaphrodite god from which
man descended had & series of breasts on both sides of the chest
and sbdomen as the bitch and sow now do? If not, how will he
interpret such phenomena?

Clements continues to refer to the mele ss being sterile
end the female as being the creator, the fertile, the producing
organism. He is blinded by the fact that the femsle lays the
egg, or the fact that the female gives birth to the young orgen-
ism; he ignores what has gons before.

The hen will lay eggs without the 2id of the rooster, but
her eggs are infertile. Under the same condition that fertile
eggs heteh, infertile eggs decompose and produce only foul gases.
The ovule of a plant does not develop a seed without first being
fertilized by pollen from the mele plant or flower. The unfer-
tilized ovum of the mammal dies and passes out; only the ferti-

lized ovum attaches itself to the wall of the uterus and develops
& new organism,

The female seems, therefore, to be as "sterile" as the male;
men seems to be as much of & creator, ar producer as woman is,
Both are required to produce @ new being. The fact that artifi-
cial virginal rsproduction can be induced ina few forms for a
few generations does not destroy this principle.
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Experlments have shown thet the mele sperm cen also start
up development independent of the ovum under certain ertifieisl
condition. It lscks sufficient food, stored in itself, to com=-
plete the development. The fundemental differsnces between the
two-germ cells is that the egg-cell is specielized as storehouse
of food, while the sperm-cell is specislized to move sbout end
seek the ovum., Esch of them contributes the same smount of nu-
clear meterial to the new organism,

However, germ-cells are not derived from the parent bhody.
The male does not produce sperms; the femesle does not produce
ova. Eech germ-cell is the offspring of a pre-existing germ-cell
and the fether or mother of esnother or other germ-cells.
The germ-cells of one generation are the offspring of the germ-
cells of the preceeding end the perents of the germ-cells of the
succeeding generations,

lien and women sre only repcsitories of germ plasm. They
house it, nourish it--supply it with room and boerd--and pass it
on; they do not produce it. They creste nothing., These e¢lement-
al facts of reproduction and hereidty ere ignored by Dr. Clements
in 8ll of his talk ebout wamen as & crestor.

There can be no doubt that the female sex is the mest impor-
tant of the two sexes; however, it must be borne in mind that the
higher we go in the scale of I{re, the more complex the animal
form becomes, the greater 1s the need for snd the more important
becomes the mele. Men snd women ere co-equel partners in a vital
reciproeity. The division of labor, economical and biolecgical,
represented by two sexes is for the advantage of woman and the
race, not merely & pleasure-giving devise of the Devil for man.,

Here I rest the case, I am satisfied tc let the intelligent
reader, after reading both sides of this debste, decide whose
position is the correct one. My only regret is that Clements has
not dared to defend his position, but has been content to confuse
the issue by telking chiefly sbout "fornicaetion®™ snd the evil of
sex itself, and msn's hypothetical bi-sexuel origin.

I have admitted (1) that virginel reproduction is normel a--
mong meny lower forms of life, (2) thet virginal reproduction has
been artificially induced in several higher forms that do not
normally reproduce parthemogeneticelly, and (3) thet possibly art-
ificisl virginal reproduction can be induced in the highest forms
of life, including men,

The reader should understand thet these eadmissions on my
part do not constitute proof of the correctness of Clements' po-
sition, Proof thet womsn cen propagate parthenogenetically will
exist only when she actually does it, If scientists do find a
means of inducing virginal reproduction in women, this will still
not be proof that virginal reproduction was the primitive method
of reproduction in man, Neither will it prove thet it is a de-
sireble method, or that it is s means of reciel rejuvenation end
regsneration,

In acocepting Clements' challenge to debate this matter, I
stete that I hesd only one object in the debate--namely, the dis-
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covery of truth., Unlike Clements, I had no pet hypothesis thet
I sought to establish, I freely and cheerfully meke the above
admissions because the evidence points that way. But, agein un-
like Clements, I am not willing to go further in the matter then
the evidence justifies,

I have shown, on the other side, (1) that nature prefers
sexual reproduction, (2) that virginal reproduction cannot be
cerried on indefinitely, even in forms thet normelly reproduce
parthenogeneticelly, {3; that where virginselly reproduced forms
are prevented from coupling at more or less varieble interveals,
they become weak, lose their powers of sdaptation, degenerate and
die, (4) that conjugation, by virginally reproduced forms produces
vitelity, restores adeptebility, improves fecundity, end saves
the line from extinction, (5) that self-fertilization of plants
and animals, while not the same es virginal reproduction, ie the
neasrest approach to it seen in nature among the highser forms and
is an evil, (6) that cross~-fertilization increases vitselity,
raises resistance, lengthens 1ife, increases fertility, snd en-
hances 1ife in general; (7) thet sex is & symbiotic arrengement
intended primarily to serve the whole of life end not merely to
afford momentary pleasure of the coupling pair.

I have shown much more, but these are fundementel to our dis-
cussion, Let every resasder weligh cerefully and ponder them well
in rendering his decision to himself, Be honest with yourself
and with truth end principle in meking your decision., Be not
afreid of truth nor where it lsads you, if only it leads, Your
decision is not for ms nor sgeinst me; it is not for Clements nor
against him. You and truth are slone invelved. Therefore, be

not swayed by partianship and secterisnicm--seek rether to under-
stend.

Solomon seid: '"iith sll your getting, get understsnding."

Comment By Clements

The debate is ended. Shelton admits thet the Virgin Birth
is a fact in Nature.

However, Shelton attempts to weaken the weight of his ad-
mission with the clever assertion that (1) parthenogenesis leasds
to degeneration, makiang (2) sexual generation necessary et certain

periods, which (3) "results in & rejuvenation of the biochemical
process,"

In another place Shelton observes:

"This 'gexual' union of & gexual orgenisms proves not only
the universsl need of union, but that sex i3 & means of rejuven-
atlon eand reinvigoration.™

If Shelton's assertion were literally true, then humanity
should be regenerating instead of degenersting, for the rsce has
indulged in "sexual union™" for ages running beyond the oldest
written record. But leading sci%ntists show facts end figures

22l

e ——————— e !




that the rasce is going down insteaed of up. The evidence shows
thet humenity 1s in & serious state of degenerestion now,

We must be cautious, The facts in the case msy show the

opposite of Shelton's cpinion, Science has shown the reverse of
Shelton's clsim,

Sclentific experiments show thet edverse conditions reduce
bi-sexual crgenisms to e point where they lose thelr bi-sexusl
qualities, snd rmust resort to sexusl generation, Then when favor=-
éble ccnditions ere sgain supplied, these organisms asre restored

to thelr higher condition, end they are sgain sble to propagate
parthenogenetically.

In such instances ss this, in arder to support his position,
Shelton holds thet the snimals were re juvenated and reinvigorsted
by sexual generetion, and were thus restored to their former state,
in which perthenogenstic generation 1s the order,

It 1s easy to see just what you want to see. This remark ap-
plies as well to me ss to Shelton, He mdy be right end I may be
wrong. But the facts in the case sppear to show that he is wrong
and I am right. We must consider end weigh 11l things well.

I cannot agree with Shelton thet rudimentery organs are in-
dications of rejuvenation end reinvigoration, Yet, they must be
if he is right in his assertions,

Rudimentary orgens are strophied organs. Non-use is ons way
to produce the atrophy of sn organ. The memmary glands of an old
maid are an example of this. Because of non-use they have wither-
ed and ere no lsrger than the mammary glands of some men,

Under the rule of sexusl generstion, there occurs the condi-
tion of non-use of the male glands in the female body, end the
non-use of the femele glands in the male body.

The logicel results is, these non-used glands atrophy, pro=-
ducing in time the very condition that obtslns todey. These non=-
used, etrophied glands sppear as evidence to show that sex is
NOT "e means of rejuvenstion snd reinvigoration,™ but an end
product of degenerestion.,

These atrophied organs sere evidence of degeneration from &
more perfect state. Thet is the holding of Darwin, Huxley, and
other leading scientists, If that be not correct, why does the
race feil to show some of the "rejuvenation end rsinvigorstion”
that Shelton ssys result from Sexusl Generation?

I believe I have seld enough for a person competent to think;
and it 1s useless to present any argument to a person incompetent

to think. Let the reader consider the faots end form his opin-
ion,

We shsll close the mstter here, I thank my meny readers for
the way in which they heve responded to this debate. They have
been led to do this by the manner in which I have presented the
csse, They found me striving to uncover the secrets of Nature as
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revealed by the rudimentery orgens in the body. These organs
have a meaning., When that meaning is discovered, the mystery of
the Fall of lMsn, mentioned in Genesis, will be eznlsined.

Hen Changes Sex

Shelton is positive that there are two sexes, and that one
is made for the other, Clements holds thet there is but one fun-

dementel sex, end that the present conditions of uni-sexuslity
ere merely modifications of the primel sex.

In proof of his position, Clements offers sbundant evidence
to show how the modificaticns of the one fundamentasl sex occurs.
The press of Sept. 3, 1936, relates the case of a hen changing
to a rrnoster. The sccount says:

"0gden, Uteh, Sept. 3.--(AP)--The John Gerritsens had a chick=-
en stew for dinner Thursday just because they didn't like certain
goings-on in the barnyard.

“The 'piece de resistence' was e regulsrly-laying White Leg-
horn hen--that is, it had been & hen. '

"Recently the hen stopped leying, sterted to grow e large
comb and wattles, and unmistekably becamse & rooster.

"A bad example for the other hens, said Poultryman Gerritsen,
as he bore the fowl to the chopping block."

Of course there is no truth in the statement that there are
two sexes and thet sach ere distinct types, the one mede for the
other. The two conditions of imperfect unisexuslity ere modifi-
cetions of one fundamental sex.

This fact is being recognized by leading biologlists, They
can see a time in the future when Evolution will supplent Devolu=-
tion, end from the present condition of imperfect uni-sexuality
will develop the primel conditlion of perfect bi-sexuality.

Prof, W. A, F, Bslfour-Browne, president of the Royal Micro-
soogical Society, London, is quoted in the press of August 29,
1936, as sayins that in the future will come a warld of women,
with man extinct and forgotten., He observes thet some insects
know how to breed without the help of the male, and thet "recent-
ly experiments hsve shown thet the mammslisn egg does not require 1
the mele element for its normal development,'

Thaet 1s & herd blow for Shel ton and Evolution.

For the Seekers cof Faots and Truth

Twenty years have elapsed since the faregoing debate oco-
curred, end in recent yeesrs importent litersture on these Mys-
teries of Life has been produced,ﬁona of which is titled--
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The Grsat Red Dragon
In the 12th chapter of Revelation, lsst book of the Bible,
appears a Great Red Drasgon thet stood before the women which was

ready to be delivered, to devour her child &s soon as it wes
born.

This greatest of s1ll Cosmic Forces is the underlying factor
of the Virgin Birth Debate, and that terrible Dragon is devouring
man by inches, sapping his vitality, shortening his life-spen,
and pushing him into obscurity. Do not miss reeding this work.

Another great work on the subject is titled THE SON OF PER~-
FECTION or THE POWER OF SEERSHIP, and shows that:=--

1. He who has followed me in the regeneration (Mst, 19:28),

2. 4And he that overcometh the lust of the flesh (Rev.21:7),

3. And who cbeyeth the commend not to eat of the "forbidden
fruit (Cen. 2:17),

L. The same shell inherit all things good in life,

5. And I, Perfection, will be his Guids,

6. And he shall be my Son (Rev, 21:7),

7. And from him there is nothing covered that shall not be
revesled; and nothing hid, thet shell not be known (Met., 10:26).

Above works sre published and sold by:

Heelth Research
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