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What If The World
Went Humanist

H A  1 would happen if the world went Humanist ?
That, of course, is a purely hypothetical question, 

for I have no illusions about the world, at least within my 
lifetime, giving up what it conceives to be the consolations 
of theistic religion. I doubt very much if the world will 
ever become entirely humanistic. No doubt there will 
always be those who indulge their appetite for God, for 
finality, for an explanation of the universe which gives 
them a sense of security, and the happiness which comes 
from thinking that they are enfolded in “ the everlasting 
arms.” It seems that Humanism appeals only to a certain 
type of mind. Evidently temperament is an important 
factor in determining which way the individual will look 
at the universe and regard himself. Time and time again 
I have talked with theistic thinkers who acknowledge, for 
the most part, the reasonableness of Humanism, but feel 
that it is too austere and heroic to be generally accepted. 
It seems to resolve itself into a question of the degree to 
which a mentality has become toughened, for apparently 
Humanism appeals only to the “ tough-minded.” I know 
of a number of people who have embraced Humanism, 
only to decide later that they could not continue. Appar
ently the mere reasonableness of Humanism is not enough 
to assure its popular acceptance, and many have not been 
able to sound the depths of its mystic meaning. Those who 
are capable of grasping the real significance of the human
istic philosophy, bear witness to the joy and inspiration
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which it gives to those who comprehend it. The real 
Humanist experiences a kind of mystical ecstacy which 
comes from die conviction of humanity’s dependence upon 
itself. But this is almost entirely lost on those who have 
adjusted their whole lives to dependence upon a superior 
power. So it is, indeed, largely a matter of temperament. 
Logic and consistency have little or nothing to do with it.

The result is that very few of its critics touch the heart 
of it or understand its reason for being. Some seem to 
think that it is merely another interpretation of the tradi
tional ideas, leaving out the precious consolations and guar
antees which made the earlier ones meaningful. Some in
terpret it merely as a new form of social service, and there
fore nothing different from what a modem theist has. Some 
would call themselves Humanists and add the adjectives 
“Christian" or “Evangelical.” One critic says it is not 
humanistic enough because it has not solved all the prob
lems of our tangled social complexity. Some feel that it 
does not adequately deal with moral values, which is, 
perhaps, the most serious misunderstanding of all. Some 
say that it has no motive power to keep men at the task of 
creative achievement. One critic is sure that it can only 
be acceptable to the intellectual elite and could never be 
made comprehensible to the common people. Just last Sun
day a local minister, in speaking on Humanism, said it is 
a religion without love. T hat is perhaps “ the most un- 
kindest cut of all.” Unfortunately for the critics, none 
of these charges strike home, because they show an abso
lute lack of ability to grasp the real meaning of Humanism. 
They fail to realize that Humanism is really the attempt to 
conserve all the human values that humanity in its age
long struggle has built up, and in addition create such new 
values as will add to the significance of human life on this 
planet It is mainly significant, therefore, because it seeks 
to utilize every agency that may contribute to that end. 
It frankly and fearlessly comes to terms with reality as 
learned through scientific inquiry, and prefers to depend 
upon human loyalties and human intelligence rather than 
on faith in any unseen fate or supernatural control; it car
ries the torch of the age-old human quest for the good life
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into the midst of the new world of complex civilization; it 
dares to believe that it is possible to organize the world 
in such a way as to make material and machines, scientific 
knowledge and technology serve the higher life of man; and 
its optimism lies In the fact that it dares to believe that to
day, if man will himself assume the responsibility, it can 
make that ancient dream come true.

I.

W hat, then, if the world went Humanist? There are 
some, even some Humanists, who think it would not be well 
for every one to be a Humanist. I presume this thought 
is based upon the feeling that if the restraint of authoritative 
religion were removed from the masses of people, there 
would be a dangerous reaction in the form of irreligion, 
immorality, inhuman activity; in short, that the people have 
not yet reached the point of human responsibility where 
they can safely be released from the old restraints of a 
final authority. That may be true, but that is an entirely 
different thing from having the world go Humanist, To 
become a Humanist does not merely mean throwing off the 
yoke of the old religion; it means assuming personally the 
responsibility which heretofore was supposed to rest with 
God. Therefore, if the world actually went Humanist—  
that is, if all the people should accept the Humanist point 
of view and attain the Humanist attitude of mind, there 
could be no possibility of such a reaction. The result 
would be in the opposite direction.

There are those also who feel that if the world went 
Humanist it would be disastrous because people would be 
robbed of comfort and hope. This again implies a mis
understanding. Humanism robs man of nothing that 
actually exists. It takes from him only his comforting 
illusions, and substitutes for them consolations that are real 
and hopes that are realizable. It is true that Humanism 
calls upon one to give up the comforting thought of the 
fatherhood of God and the favoritism of a kindly provi
dence ; but it substitutes for these the assurance of the 
inflexible impartiality of immutable law whereby we can 
control and direct our own lives, and the almost ecstatic

147



joy that comes from realizing that we are earth children 
and terminable thrusts of the cosmic life, and from feeling 
the divine thrill of the shared-life as we strive together 
toward our common destiny. A nd as for hope, Humanism1 
may rob man of his dream of Elysian Fields or Walhallas 
or New Jerusalems, but it substitutes for them the entranc
ing vision of a better world of human life here upon the 
good brown earth. Humanism sets before us a great world- 
hope and pictures a civilization in which man can live the 
satisfying life. Humanism may take away some of the old 
comforts, but it offers others more convincing. A nd after 
a man has borae the first cold blast which seems to have 
wrecked his faith and hope, a warm glow suffuses him, 
and he is heartened by the homey, happy, human relations 
here on earth, and a vision of the beautiful world which 
has haunted the minds of men for centuries. Our sojourn 
here becomes a wonder-awakening romance, a pilgrimage 
through mysteries and marvels, and as we walk together, 
comforting each other, inspiring each other, helping each 
other, loving each other, our hearts burn within us.

II.

Suppose then that the world went Humanist? W hat 
the result would be we can only surmise, and no great so
cial change is attended by good consequences alone. Yet 
it is wonderful to think what might happen if the vast 
human power which is devoted to theistic religion today 
Were liberated for other and more profitable uses, if ail the 
energy spent in the worship of God were devoted to the 
service of man. The shadow which has lain across the 
mind of the race for all the centuries would be lifted. The 
enormous army of parasitic-priestcraft would be dispersed 
to useful labors. The golden stream of revenue, which has 
ever flowed through the doors of temples and cathedrals, 
Would be diverted to the doors of homes and schools. The 
multitudes of children who, generation after generation, 
have had their minds filled with ideas that were grotesque 
and grim and gruesome, would be free to learn the whole
some and the true. The blanket of fear which has filled 
the hearts of men with terror would be lifted. Instead,
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men would become daring and adventurous in their quest 
for reality. Heaven would cease to beckon and hell to 
warn, and life would be prized for its present good. It is, 
indeed, a moving thought that all the energy expended 
today in importuning the gods should be devoted to the 
task of improving human life; and that all the dreams 
about a blessed life in a beautiful world beyond should be 
concentrated on making this life better and this world more 
beautiful.

W hat in detail would take place if the world went 
Humanist, no one would dare assert. The best he can do 
is make note of certain general tendencies, and trust that 
these would work in accordance with expectations; but 
even here he is treading on dangerous ground, for the future 
has a disconcerting habit of disappointing expectations. 
The factors that govern human nature are so many and so 
complex, their transmutations and combinations are so 
numerous, that it is well to tread cautiously, and to a very 
considerable extent leave the future to take care of itself. 
I  have no desire, therefore, to describe precisely what would 
be the state of society if Humanism became the popular 
religion. I merely speak of the motives and methods which 
would prevail if all men actually acquired the Humanist 
point of view and followed the direction in which it points, 
and, perhaps, briefly to offer a reply to those gloomy in
dividuals who declare that if the aims of the Humanists 
were fully realized, that in destroying theism, we would 
destroy all that makes life worth living. This thought, of 
course, is due to the fact, not that the idea of God performs 
a useful function in human life, but that certain human 
qualities have been identified with it. A nd the Humanist 
wishes merely a removal of this idea from the control of 
life and a restatement of those human qualities that have 
hitherto been identified with God, so that their real nature 
will be apparent to us. I refer now, of course, to those 
human qualities, such as justice and love and mercy, which 
have been attributed to God, but which are inventions of 
man.

Suppose, for instance, that we should wake up some 
morning and find that belief in God had completely disap
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peared, what would be the effect? It would not effect any 
of the fundamental processes of life. The drama of life 
would go on very much the same; it would run through the 
same number of acts and end in the same happy or un
happy manner. Human beings would still be born, they 
would grow up, they would fall in love, they would marry, 
they would beget their kind, and they would in turn pass 
away to make room for another generation. Birth and 
death, with all their accompanying feelings, would remain. 
Human society would continue; all the glories of art, the 
greatness of science, all the marvels and wonders of the 
universe would be there whether we believed in God or not. 
The only difference would be that we would no longer 
associate these things with the existence of a God. And 
in that respect we should be following the same course of 
development that has been followed in many other depart
ments of life. W e do not nowadays associate the existence 
of spirits with a good or bad harvest, the anger of God 
with an epidemic, or the good-will of deity with a pleasant 
spell of weather. Yet in each case there was once the same 
assumed association and the same fears of what would hap
pen if that association were discarded. The Humanist is 
only carrying the process a step farther. In short, there is 
not a single useful or worthy quality, intellectual or moral, 
that could possibly suffer by the adoption of Humanism.

Every one of the individual and social virtues is born of 
human intercourse and can never be seriously deranged for 
any length of time, so long as human society endures. The 
scale of values may undergo a change, but that will be to 
the advantage of humankind. W e shall place a higher 
value upon those qualities that contribute to the good life 
and a lower value upon others; but there will be no dis
carding of old qualities and creation of new ones. Human 
nature will be the same then as now, as it has been for 
thousands of years. The nature of human qualities will be 
more directly conceived and more intelligently applied, and 
that will be an undesirable change only for those who live 
by exploiting the ignorance and the folly of mankind. For 
instance, under Humanism, what are known as the ascetic 
qualities would decrease in value, because its principle
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would be, not self-sacrifice, but self-development; and 
this would result in an enlargement of our conception of 
justice and of social reform, which occupy a very low place 
in the Christian scale of virtues. Likewise there would be 
a rise in the scale of values of what one may call the in
tellectual virtues— the duty of truth-seeking and truth
speaking. Hitherto the type of character held up for ad~ 
miration has been that of the blind believer who allowed 
nothing to stand in the way of his belief, who required no 
proof of its truth and allowed no disproofs to enter his 
mind. But in Humanism a very high value will be placed 
on the duty of investigation and the right of criticism. And 
one cannot easily over-estimate the consequences of a gen
eration or two brought up b  an atmosphere where such 
teachings obtain. It would mean a receptiveness to new 
ideas, a readiness to overhaul old institutions, a toleration 
of criticism such as would rapidly transform the whole 
mental atmosphere and with it enormously accentuate the 
capacity for, and the rapidity of, human progress. So 
Humanism would take the world with all the means of in
tellectual and aesthetic and social enjoyment that exist now 
and cultivate them and seek to diffuse them over the whole 
of society. A  world under Humanism would simply be a 
world in which the sole ends of endeavor would be those 
of human enlightenment and human betterment.

III.

If the world went Humanist, it would simply mean that 
mankind had settled down to the job of living, of wresting 
from human life the satisfactions which man desires, by 
bringing to bear upon the situation all the intelligence and 
effort that he can command, without any expectation of 
outside help. M an would immediately discard all the fan
tastic theories that he has woven about the universe and 
see it as revealed by modem science. H e would realize 
that this little planet, on which we live, is almost lost m 
our solar system with its thousands of millions of miles 
of space; and that this solar system is merely a point of 
light in the vast deeps of the stars which form our universe; 
and that beyond our universe are others, universe beyond
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universe, on to unimaginable depths of space. Yet here 
on this little, tiny, lost world man is battling for life, trying 
by co-operative effort to build a home, a satisfying beauti
ful home for the “ Children of Earth,” striving in spite of 
many defeats to entrench himself in a world indifferent to 
the things he regards worthful. A nd if the world went 
Humanist, k  would simply mean that man had settled down 
to his job— his job being the conquest of this planet as a 
habitation for man, the discovery and utilization of nature’s 
boundless powers, the working out of the difficult problems 
of personal, group, international and racial problems, the 
reconstruction of civilization, the provision of a favorable 
earth environment for the generations of the future, the 
adjustment of individual appetites and tendencies and urges 
to social well-being.

Humanism means the realization of racial destiny, the 
general agreement that we shall all work together to make 
the best of the human situation. W e are all in the same 
fix, all in life’s predicament, all confronted with insoluble 
problems, unanswerable questions, unrealized ideals. W e 
all have a common origin, a common purpose, a common 
destiny. Here we are on this planet, enveloped and pene
trated by mysterious forces, endowed with astonishing 
powers, equipped with an intelligence that enables us to re
member our past and plan our future. How we came here 
may be interesting, but it is not highly important. Where 
we go from here, if anywhere, is also interesting to speculate 
upon, but it is merely an amusement for leisure moments. 
Humanity is here, and humanity must make the best of it. 
W e are so sensitively related to each Other that we can make 
each other miserable, adding to the hardships which exist
ence already involves. On the other hand, we can 
ameliorate those hardships, co-operate with nature and with 
one another, gradually discover and chart the paths to 
happiness, mark the danger points for those who follow, 
become more and more at home in the universe and more 
and more expert in dealing with our fellow human beings, 
and more and more approach the ideal of a satisfactory, 
human society.

W e are precisely like a group of men and women isolated 
on. an island in the Pacific who, instead of dreaming of what
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they would do if they ever escaped, set to work in the 
endeavor to make the place habitable and living comfortable 
There are trees to be felled, clearings to be made, stumps 
to be pulled, soil to be cultivated, houses to be built, grain 
to be reaped, children to be cared for, sickness to be cured, 
justice to be provided. The human family has the same 
task on a magnified and vastly more complicated scale. 
The recognition that such is the case and the hearty turning 
to it is all there is to Humanism. The results of such a 
venture are difficult to predict. About all one can do is 
try to imagine what results would follow if mankind, as a 
whole, sought to make the greatest use of all education, all 
advance in science, all beneficial forms of social organiza
tion, all art and music, all well-grounded ethics— all that 
informs, refines, strengthens and ennobles human character. 
Again, one cannot predict the outcome of a humanistic 
world, because Humanism has no fixed fantastic objective.. 
It follows a flying goal. It simply clears the mind and 
simplifies life at one stroke by the abandonment of the hope 
of divine aid or the fear of divine judgment. It would 
simply set humanity to work in humanity’s interest, and not 
in the interest of some superior being or in the interest of 
some other life. It would simply mean that the whole of 
mankind had agreed to work under the banner which reads, 
“A  better world for better people through better co-opera
tion.”

IV .
I presume the only way we can faintly surmise what 

would happen if the world went Humanist is to consider 
the probable results of the application of some of the 
principles of Humanism. For instance, the very basic 
foundation of Humanism is the insistence that man is an end 
and not a means toward something else, not a mere in
strument to some other end unrelated to himself. There
fore, if the world went Humanist it would mean that im
mediately all men would begin to treat themselves, and all 
others, never merely as means, but as ends in themselves. 
W e can picture the results of this only by contemplating 
the extent to which men are treated as means today. In 
practically every religious scheme men are considered only
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means to the glorification and service of God; therefore, 
the ideology of religion would immediately become man- 
centered instead of God-centered. In our whole indus
trial scheme today men are thought of as means only to the 
end of production with its resulting profits, with the result 
that human life has been subservient to property. So if 
the world went Humanist, our industry would immediately 
change this whole idea making human life the end, and 
production only the means to the enrichment of human life. 
In our international relations men are considered only 
means and are gathered up and hurled into battle by gov
ernments who have economic interests to protect or national
istic aims to further. In family life, the rights and happi
ness of various members are frequently considered but means 
to the selfish interests of the head of the house whether 
male or female. In fact, most of the age-old brutalities of 
history, as well as the cruelties and foul-play of the present 
time, are but examples of human beings using others as 
means to carry out their purposes and designs. All this 
would be reversed if the world went Humanist.

A nd our whole new social system would be built around 
this idea. Every institution which now exists would be 
placed under the closest scrutiny to determine whether or 
not it is making a real contribution to human life, and if 
not, they would have to give way to institutions which did. 
This means an entire reconstruction of the ideology of our 
industrial system. Look at the present hour. The need 
of the world for all kinds of goods is just as great and 
imperative as it ever was. Millions of human beings are 
crying out for food and clothing, and the nations of the 
earth are in just as great a need of commodities—-what 
strange reasoning is it that tells us people must be out of 
work? W hy are mills shutting down and plants closing, 
so that today in this country there are millions of people out 
of work, while worse conditions prevail in other countries? 
A t this moment we have all the factories and mines, all 
the machinery for production and distribution; some people 
need the goods, others need the work. W hat explains this 
strange situation? The simple fact that our whole indus
trial system is built around the idea of property instead
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of human life. Our captains of industry will not embark 
on new enterprises, will not set the wheels going until they 
are convinced that by so doing they will make profits. The 
first thought is, will it pay in dollars— and this to the ex
clusion of what it does to human life. I am not claiming 
now that this action is not justified by the system; I am 
simply trying to show that under the present system the 
question of human needs is not the primary consideration, 
whereas it would be if the world were Humanist.

Again, tremendous strides would take place through the 
study and application of science to human life; because the 
Humanist would immediately substitute human inquiry for 
divine revelation as the means of finding truth and under
standing human experience. Instead of reading supposed 
divine books and bowing before priests, all people would 
then investigate facts, verify these facts, and formulate 
hypotheses which the facts suggest. Thus the scientific 
method would become universal, and when one stops to 
think of the tremendous advances made by science in the 
last generation, we can only faintly conceive of the possi
bilities which lie ahead; because this humanistic method 
has added more to the sum total of knowledge in the last 
century than the old method added in a hundred centuries. 
It is only within the last few years that we have gained 
any real knowledge about ourselves and the world in which 
we live. A nd as this knowledge increases and becomes 
potent in the lives of the many, it will sweep the race along 
to higher and higher levels, to mounts of achievement that 
are beyond our view. One cannot possibly conceive ©f the 
benefits to human kind once we use all the natural sciences 
for the understanding and the control of our environment, 
and when we use all the human sciences for the guidance 
and control of human behavior.

For you must remember that Humanism is the effort to 
enrich human experience to the utmost capacity of man and 
of his environment by bringing to bear upon it all the intelli
gence we can command. Therefore, in a Humanist world 
every man would regard as a sacred obligation the study 
of the biological, psychological, economic and social factors 
that make for the ruin or salvation of mankind. This
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means that eventually the economists, with the co-operation 
of socially minded people, would establish a world-wide 
balance of production and consumption, thus eliminating 
poverty and the crimes of cupidity. It means that we 
would do away with the competition for world markets 
and over-population through unrestricted breeding, and 
usher in the era of universal peace. It means that by the 
practise of eugenics and intelligent birth control, we would 
eventually solve many of the perplexing problems— such as 
unemployment, immigration, community health, slum con
gestion and crime. It means, also, that 'by the practise of 
euthenics, we would bring all these sciences to bear upon 
the development of healthy, sane, noble individuals, and 
the arrangement of a social situation in which each would 
have the opportunity of living the free and full life.

In short, if the world went Humanist, all the immense 
fortunes that have thus far been swallowed up in the en
gulfing crater of war and the billions of dollars now being 
spent in preparation for the next war would be expended 
in the intensification of agriculture, the building of roads 
and waterways, municipal projects, and all that goes to 
improve living conditions. Men would no longer die before 
their time nor suffer much while living, because every child 
brought into the world would be well-born. W e would 
have conquered the forces of disease, and workmen would 
be adequately protected by safety devices. Science would 
give us further mastery over the forces of nature. Gradual 
reorganization of our economic system would ameliorate 
life and release our energies more completely for the higher 
values. Education would reduce our ignorance and our 
fears, making of us creative and daring spirits. Ethics 
would show us more and more clearly the paths of right 
conduct. A nd thus with ignorance and superstition and 
cruelty and vice giving way to intelligence and justice and 
love, the people of the earth would dwell together in this 
the earth home, enjoying the fruits of their labor in equity, 
governed by the law of good will and mutual consideration.

Again, if the world went Humanist, there would be im
mediate recognition of the essential unity of mankind. W e 
would realize that there flows through the whole human
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race, from the lowest to the highest, one life and one blood, 
that we have a common life and a common interest, and 
we would all march on together toward our common pur
pose and common ideal, realizing that what hurts one hurts 
all. This would mean the elimination of all racial an
tagonisms, national jealousies, class struggles, religious 
prejudices and individual hatreds. A ll these would dissolve 
in the realization of human solidarity, in which each person 
considers himself a co-operative part of the whole, striving 
toward a commonwealth of man, built upon the principles 
of good will and service. This would mean a co-ordination 
and synthesis of all our knowledge and powers in the in
terest of the common good, as well as a mystic joy from 
consciousness of the shared life with others whose interests 
and destiny are bound up with our own.

In addition, men, if the world went Humanist, would 
have a much deeper sense of personal responsibility for the 
conditions of human life and rely upon human effort for 
their improvement. Bereft of expecting any help from God 
or any other outside source, men themselves would shoulder 
the responsibility for the present miserable conditions of 
human life and set to work immediately to improve them. 
W e would then realize that the situation is in our hands, 
and that practically all, some sociologists have estimated 
ninety-five per cent, of the evils of the world have been 
brought upon men by themselves. W e would then frankly 
assume the responsibility for all these evils and know that 
we ourselves must eradicate them and build the better world. 
Finding no other place of responsibility than human 
shoulders, and no other hope of improvement than human 
effort, the tremendous responsibility of the situation would 
dawn upon us; and we would look straight into the face 
of the world and of human life, see its good and its bad, 
and expecting no help from without, determine to make 
the world a fit place in which to live and human life worth 
living. Heretofore our responsibility has been weakened 
by the invention of comforting philosophies of escape and 
our reliance upon supernatural aid. W e would then try 
to see things as they really are. Alone in a terrifying and 
uncaring universe, we would seek to create and sustain
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whatever can make human life worth while. W e would 
see our lives as very insecure upon this little planet as it 
swings through space, and realize that upon us rests the 
hard and glorious task of deepening and enriching them.

V.

Perhaps I can give you a picture of what I have in 
mind by reference to two recent pieces of literature— one 
illustrating the spirit of Humanism and the other its possi
bilities. The first is a drama, entitled, The W orld W e  
Live In, by the Czechoslovakian brothers, Capek, which 
was produced in this country a few years ago. In it was a 
series of scenes depicting different phases of modem civili
zation. In the last scene, the “Vagabond” attempts to 
sum up the meaning of it all. In substance he says: Here 
we all are in the world— races, nations, classes, individuals, 
all striving for the same thing-—the struggle for existence. 
W e are all reaching out for the richer, fuller, more satis
fying life. But is it not strange that while we are all 
striving for the same thing, we are all striving against each 
other; we are hurting, weakening, wounding, maiming, 
killing one another? A fter a pause he resumed: “W hy 
can we not strive together for that richer and fuller life? 
W hy can we not as races, as nations, as classes, as in
dividuals, stand shoulder to shoulder, and heart to heart, 
and strive together against death in every form—  physical 
death from disease and pestilence, mental death from 
ignorance and superstition, moral death from vice and 
crime? W hy can we not together strive for all that makes 
for the richer, fuller happier life for all men everywhere?” 
The great word of Humanism is that one word— together. 
In just the measure that we can find something of ourselves 
in all others, and something of all others in ourselves, will 
we come to share the spirit of Humanism, and thus become 
potent influences in the realization of this new ideal.

The other book I have in mind is Mr. W ell’s novel 
entitled, M en like Gods. In this he sketches an earth, a 
humanity, three thousand years older than ours. Men and 
women are like gods, nude and splendid divinities. They 
are not toys of mightier forces; the greatest forces we know
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are their toys. They are not slaves to some overpowering 
deity— all the energies of the universe are their slaves for 
the embellishment of life. These men and women have mas
tered themselves, mastered the problems of social life, mas
tered the secrets and processes of the universe. A nd they 
have used the new wisdom and power to make life beautiful 
and happy for all. You may smile at Mr. W ell’s Utopian
ism, but be will not mind. H e is insisting on a great, broad 
truth. It is this: W e  humans have as yet opened only the 
most superficial reservoirs of the earth’s resources. W e 
have as yet only a tithe of the wisdom we could acquire. 
W e can, if we will, make this earth a bright, beautiful, 
healthy, rich, glorious home, with none but the little inevit
able tragedies of individual hearts to ripple its smooth sur
face occasionally, with fullness of life and strength and joy 
for every man and woman. W e can transform the multi
tudes of pale, dull-eyed folk condemned to stunted minds 
and coarse tastes into Ruskin’s “ Full-breathed, bright-eyed, 
and happy-hearted creatures.”  That is W ell’s idea. Bum 
that one truth— that it can be done— into the mind of the 
race, and the work will begin,

Thus, when the world goes Humanist, we may have lost 
God, but we will have discovered man. W e never knew 
ourselves before. W e never knew what power and wealth 
we had— potentially. W e never thought of developing it. 
Most of us have still not the least idea of such a thing, 
People are still thoughtless, engaged in the daily occupation 
of “enjoying themselves”  with long hours of boredom, but 
few hours devoted to that grim exercise— thinking. W hat 
a terrible distance the race has still to go; but if the world 
goes Humanist— thinking will fill and transform those hours 
of boredom. Then the work of creation will begin; and in 
the light of a vision of a better earth, in the thrilling con
sciousness of a new and mighty power, in a glorious liberty 
of mind and heart, men and women will lay the foundations 
of the civilization that is to come. Then men will make a 
science of the life and resources of humanity on this planet, 
and will organize it as men organized a great business, so 
that the work of the world will be properly distributed and 
alternate happily with the play of the world; instead of
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drifting into situations and muddling through them, they 
will analyze every problem and solve it to their satisfaction. 
They will act as if there were no heaven, and the one 
chance of happiness they have is while the heart beats. 
They will all be apostles of the social spirit until a sound 
standard of conduct rules the world. Then the altars and 
temples that have so poorly served our fathers will mingle 
with the ruins of the temples of Jupiter and Osiris, for men 
will have discovered the secret of life— that they them
selves must do the things they crave, and that they who 
created the kingdom of God in heaven can create the com
monwealth of man on earth.
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Do You Wish to Receive These 
Addresses Regularly?

“The most successful effort to face the issue of religions recon
struction in the light of scientific method and facts which has 
come to the writer’s attention is embodied in the sermons of the 
Rev. John H. Dietrich of Minneapolis.”

Harry Elmer Barnes, Professor of Historical Sociology.
Smith College.

“Mr. Dietrich’s addresses are so searching and sincere^-so full 
«f the essence of wide reading and reflection—so disturbing and 
stimulating to self-thought, that they are a rare education to me."

Richard T. Lahey, Artist, New York City.
“John H. Dietrich says what he thinks and thinks with unusual 

clarity and orderliness, malting a rounded unity out of his every 
utterance, and holding exacting audiences that keep on growing.” 

Editor, The Christian Register, Boston.
“All who heard Mr. Dietrich at Symphony Hall, Boston, w£B 

testify that . . . (he) possesses the ability to express himself 
dearly and he is not afraid to tell what he thinks.”

Editor, The Christum Leader, Boston.
John H. Dietrich speaks every Sunday morning to one of the 

largest Unitarian audiences in the world, while thousands of other 
people hear him over the radio, and still other thousands all over 
the United States and Canada, and in many Foreign countries are 
inspired by reading his printed addresses. These addresses are 
printed in order to meet the demand for Mr. Dietrich’s lectures 
by people residing outside the Twin Cities, who are not able to 
attend the Sunday morning services. One address each month is 
selected for this purpose. If you wish to read these challenging 
and yet authoritative discussions of religious issues that confront 
thinking people today, fill in the blank below and mail it to us with 
one dollar.

FIRST UNITARIAN SOCIETY,
1526 Harmon Place,

Minneapolis, Minnesota.
Gentlemen:

Enclosed you will find one dollar ($1.00) for which please 
send Mr. Dietrich’s published addresses (12 numbers) for one 
year to the following address:

Street and No--------------------------------- ------------ -------------- —



k  is the custom to publish Mr. D ietrich 's addresses in  a 
series of twelve num bers during: the church  year, from  Sep
tem ber to  June. M any of these are ou t of prin t, b u t the 
titles listed below are  still available and m ay be obtained by 
application in person or by mail to  T he Publication Com
mittee, 1526 H arm on Place, Minneapolis* a t th e  p rice of 
1 0 cents per copy.

The A dvance of H um anism  
How  the Cods W ere Made
L uther Burbank-— His Life, His W ork, His Religion 
W hat ia a L iberal?
W ho A re  These U nitarians?
W ho A re  These Fundam entalists?
A  F ree  Pulpit 
H as Man a Soul?
How to T hink  Clearly
Must W e Believe in  Im m ortality?
T he R oad to T olerance 
W as Jesus M iraculously Born?
W ho A re  These A gnostic-H um am sts ?
Shall the Schools Be Free?
Did Jesus R eally Live?
W hat Is A n A theist?
Is T here a  M oral Law?
Religion W ithout Revelation 
Did Jesus Rise From  the Dead?
T he Chief D anger in O ur Civilization 
Shall W om en Be Free?
My Religion
R obert G. Ingersoll— A n A ppreciation  
Is A theism  a M enace?
Thom as Paine
W hat H appens to  a College S tudent’s Religion?
W hat's  W rong w ith  the Y ounger G eneration?
W hy M arriages Fail 
W hat Is H appiness?
T he Superstition of Sin 
W hat’s W rong  W ith th e  C lergy?
W hat Does It Mean to  be Spiritual?
The Folly of H alf-W ay Liberalism 
T he V exing Problem  of C ensorship 
T he Twilight of C hristianity  
T hankful— For W h a t and  to  W hom ?
New U niverses fo r Old.

New Bibles for Old 
T he C onspiracy of Silence A bout Sex.

T he Suprem e Discovery of th e  Ages.
W hat If the W orld W ent H um anist?


