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history of the Creation, its grandeur, and then their treatment of the earlier chapters
of the Book of Genesis.

He seemed greatly distressed, his fingers twitched nervously, and a look of agony
came over his face as he said: "I was a young man with unformed ideas. I threw out
queries, suggestions, wondering all the time over everything, and to my
astonishment, the ideas took like wildfire. People made a religion of them."

Then he paused, and after a few more sentences on "the holiness of God" and the
"grandeur of this book," looking at the Bible which he was holding tenderly all the
time, he suddenly said: "I have a summer house in the garden which holds about
thirty people. It is over there," pointing through the open window. "I want you very
much to speak there. I know you read the Bible in the villages. To-morrow afternoon
I should like the servants on the place, some tenants and a few of the neighbours; tc
gather there. Will you speak to them?"

"What shall I speak about?" I asked.

"Christ Jesus!" he replied in a clear, emphatic voice, adding in a lower tone, "and his
salvation. Is not that the best theme? And then I want you to sing some hymns with
them. You lead on your small instrument, do you not?" The wonderful look of
brightness and animation on his face as he said this I shall never forget, for he
added: "If you take the meeting at three o'clock this window will be open, and you
will know that I am joining in with the singing."

How I wished I could have made a picture of the fine old man and his beautiful
surroundings on that memorable day!

This is the account that appeared on the 19th August 1915 in the Baptist
"Watchman-Examiner" in Washington D.C. (Q29/2:70). In 1922, friends in Los
Angeles who knew her wrote an affidavit (L.A. affidavit) (Moorel:79). In 1940, Prof
Bole released a letter he had received from her in the early 1920's (Bole letter)
(Moore]:86). These repeated most of the above account with some minor variations
and additions, and we will refer to these later.

Darwin's dilemma?

In order to fully appreciate the'comments that follow, we would pause here and
ask the reader to place himself in Darwin's position. Within his own lifetime, he had
become world-famous for his theory, and was one of the most prestigious men of all
time. He was well aware that his theory undermined Christianity, but now, facing
death, he may have sought the certainty and reassurance of the faith that he had
first studied in his youth. Had he publicly admitted that he had returned to the
Christian faith, let alone a truly evangelical faith, the repercussions would have been
cataclysmic - bomforhim and the whole family. The uproar it would have created -
would have been unbearable to his family - both the religious and anti-religious
sides. It is little wonder, therefore. that he should have decided that anv interest in a
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even discussed with family members. Almost certainly, they would have become
aware of his new interest, but there could have been an unspoken agreement that it
should be completely ignored; they also would have been well aware of the
repercussions.

Darwin may have maintained his stance of agnosticism for the benefit of his
public image, but asked Lady Hope, whose vibrant evangelical faith was obvious to
all, to visit him and discuss her faith with him. As I contended in a previous work,
Darwin seems to have had one attitude for his atheistic contacts, and another for his
local acquaintances. Was he hoping to have the "best of both worlds"?

Did he become a Christian?

What, then, can we say about Darwin? Let us be clear: He never publicly
recanted from his theory of evolution or professed a new Christian faith.

Moore dates Lady Hope's visit as (possibly) Thursday 28th September 1881 - the
very same day that Darwin was visited by Buchner and Aveling (Karl Marx's son-in-
law). According to all the records of Darwin's comments during this meeting he said
that Christianity "was not supported by evidence" and "I never gave up Christianity
until T was forty years of age", mainly due to his father's and his daughter Annie's
deaths (Desmond:658). This gives not an Wing of a return to a true Christian faith.
We would, however, note that these comments were made to two very belligerent
anti-Christians and if Darwin was keeping any change of heart from his family, he
was hardly likely to tell his visitors of it, but would maintain his agnostic front. He
and Emma strongly disliked the two men.

What is strange is that Emma, writing a letter of the events of this period,
mentions several visitors but not the quite important visit of the two men or Lady
Hope. Moore considers this was because both visits were "fraught”.

For whatever reason, it shows that there was much that might be deliberately
ignored if it was unwelcome. If the visit of these two important people went
unrecorded, this could explain the failure to record Lady Hope's visits she may have
made at Darwin's request. Indeed, I would contend that Emma's failure to refer to
these visits, one of which (Buchner's) is known to have taken place, is a perfectly
satisfactory reason why Lady Hope's visits also went unrecorded.

Emma’s reaction is understandable. The chasm between liberal and evangelical
Christianity is as deep as it ever was. As one who has been on both sides of that
bottomless divide, I can speak with some experience.

In meditating on this absence of any reference by the family to Lady Hope's visits
or Darwin's change of faith, I can only suggest that there may have been a quite
deliberate agreement within the family to say nothing whatsoever about what would
have been a late and very unwelcome turn of events. Originally Darwin's letters were
heavily edited by the family and that all the information in books and letters about
his life has been filtered through Hands that have no sympathy with evangelical
Christianity. This may well be a significant factor in all these records of his life.

The main point in support of her account are the many verifications of Lady
Hope's sterling Christian personality and honesty. Even Fegan, after criticising her,
said he had "never had an unpleasant word with Lady Hope. Up to the end, we were
on friendly terms.” There are also the independent references to Darwin's change of
heart that were reported soon after his death. Sir Robert Anderson 's note is
particularly important. Furthermore, Darwin must have invited her to see him as she
describes the house and Darwin's situation and mannerisms so accurately.

On the other hand, she was obviously a strong character. Was she a spendthrift
with monev - albeit for good causes? Were Fegan's comments on her character
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with Darwin to impress her American audience? Why did Darwin never speak to
Fegan or Emma of his faith?

We would have liked to conclude that, on balance, her account is truthful, but
there is also much against it, and we cannot come to a firm conclusion either way.
Whichever side is right, it leaves unanswered questions on the other side. We have
presented the evidence for and against, and must leave the reader to decide. No
doubt, as ever, the prejudices and bias with which each one comes to this
controversy may have already predetermined the result of their conclusions.

Whatever decision the reader may come to, it would be as well to repeat the
comments I made at the end of an earlier examination:

However, even if it were eventually to be proven that Darwin did return to the
Christian faith in his last years, let me hastily add (lest my creationist colleagues
raise their "hurrahs" too soon) that this would have little effect upon the convinced
evolutionist. He will most likely simply dismiss it as a weakness of Darwin in his old
age. Furthermore, it will make absolutely no difference to his "scientific" outlook....
He has enshrined the dogma of "evolution in some form" and to it he must hold - for
he has nowhere else to go (Bow82:193).

The "death-bed" conversion

His daughter Henrietta wrote "I was present at his deathbed. Lady Hope was not
present during his last illness, or any illness. I believe he never even saw her, but in
any case she had no influence over him in any department of thought or belief... The
whole story has no foundation whatever.”

Now Lady Hope never claimed that she was "at his deathbed", and those who
quote this are describing a fabricated scene in order to discredit her.




