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should not have assumed in this cas¢ but for the impertinenee with
which Mr. Hazlitt has treated dead and living scholars, the latchets of .
whose shoes he is not worthy to unloose, aud to exprerg their gratitude
to whom is, or onght to be, a pleasure to all honest lovers of their
nmthcr-tongue. If he who has most to learn be the happiest man,
Mr. Tlazlitt is indeed to be envied; but we hope e will learn a great
deal before he lays his prentice Iiands on' Warton's « [Tistory of Englith
1’0(41‘)‘,” a classic in its own way. If hedoes not learn before, he will
be likeby to learn after, and in no agreeable fashion,

o

4. — The Secret of S’u,wlonl;orf/ 2 being an ];71/('[{1([![0)1 of his Doctrine
of the Divine Nufural Tumanity., By Texney Jases. Boston :
Fiells, Osgood, & Co.  8vo. ppe 243, 1809,

: .

Trovewr this book presents somé very interesting and impressive
religious views, and the spiritual tone of it is in eneral eminently
healthy, it is altogether out of lun'mon:y with the shivit of this age,
I we ubiderstand the théory which is here presented @ Swedenborg's,
it Is essentially as follows : —

Philosophy and religion are one.  The matter of deepest moment to
the heart is the matter of decpest moment to (he Wd That root of
existence for whicl metaphysies inquires is €, The business of
plillosophy is to explain the relation between heing and appearing ; but
that. which alone has existence independent of everything else is God,
while all that appears is relative {o the human mind, and sois only man;
thus, what is and what appears are God and man, and it is the rela-
tions of God and man that philosophy has to expound.

In any real objeet, that s, any permanent appearance, we may dis-
tinguish two clements, the permanence and the dppearance.  The per-

- manenee, the reality, is ealled by Mr. James the being ; the appearance

or emergence into the world of phienomena is ealled the existence. “This
distinetion is no mere logical convenience or neeessity, but is a real pargi- -
tion, for it lies in the very esse of a thing.  The reality is that on which
the appearance is founded, and, therefore, the « being” of a thing is its
creator, while the « existence ™ s the creaturc in himself. But the
creature, because he does not contain within his own self the essence
of his being, is, in himself, a mere phantom and no reality. )
But if an underlying being is essential to existence, no less is manifes-
tation essential to being. It can make no difference whatever whether
a thing is or i not, if it is never to any mil&d to give any sign of its
being.  Henee, to be without being manifestd is o kind of being which
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does not differ from (s negative, hut iz a meaningless form of wopds,
Thus, it is of the very essehiee of heine that it shall conie forth into ap-
pearance, of the very essepce of God that he shall ereate,

An appearince is only in consciousness.  To createy therefore, or
“Ause an appearance, is o awaken conscionsness, to vivity.  To give
being is to give life, or being is lite,  God's being, then, is ereation; is
vivifying other things, is living inothers®  Now, (o Lave one's lite in
others is to love, So the eszenee of God is love, The ereature's heing,
also lics in another, namely, in God and, therefore, Lis lite too is love;
only as he does not confer this lite apon that other, hut receives it from
him, it'is receptive or “selfish love, while (he (,‘r%:l[m"s i perfeet and
unselfish love,  Nidee, therefore, (he Creator is perfect love, the erea-
tion is to be explained on the principle of love.

The Creator, then, cannot have made his crentures for his own =ake
(for Tove doys llrfllxing for its 5:\\'!1\.~:1I<u), but for theirs, Accordingly,
he must seck 1o make them, as mueh s possible, independent. - Ax long
as their being is in God, i js true that any independence they can seem
to have will he a mere illusion, but that Hlusion God must orant.  So
he gives them a {\'ol‘hLot' phesomena i whicl and relatively to which
they have a reality and a sclf-determination,  «

But as all removpl from_ Gad, all disparateness to Lis being, is mere
gelf and nothingness, (he Creator could not he satisticd with a creation
which should stop <hort at this point, but mus institute another move-
nient in creation whereby the ereature may be broueht ‘back into har-

- . . N . . - . .
mony with him, and thus really appropriate his Creator’s being. This
return niovement is-called redemption,

The machinery of thig process is man's Iristory, and i, therefore,
naturally extremely complex. It has two parts, the redemption of the
?‘ace,’mul the redemption of the private man.  The redemption of the
race is cffected by the history of the raee, by the breaking down of
governmental forms,, the development of the ‘family relationship, and
above all by the vicissitudes of the Church which culminate in the incar-
“nation of our Lord. By these means a lu‘ollwi'lmod‘i;pr&hfccd among
men, such that every man without constraint obeys the laws of society,

" The redemyption of -the individual man s produced by his life and the

influence of conscience, which lead him to apereeption of the truths of
religion.  In%this redemption ereation reaches completion.

Tlfése things, however, are not scientifically established.  Mr. James
says that “ no cordial lover of truth can long endure to reason about it s
and he himself is g very cordial lover of truthy in that sense.  That, his

* Swedenborg holds“time to be agillusory appearance, nnd therefore it does not
follow that God cannot be wighout ut the same time creating.

2
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doctrines are incapable® of being established by 1"033011ing is, in fact,
“I)]:lilll)’ stated by him more-than once. This being so, wixy call them
philosophy 2 Tl « sanction of the heart” e rightly says is their only
voucher.  ©We need not expect,” he says, © o find Swedenborg jus-
tifying himsell in o strietly ratiocinative way, oras men deal with what
they feel to be matter of u}g‘inion merely, but aflimatively rather, or g
what they feel (o e II]:I[((.'lz"ii,'f‘pI‘(‘,(‘i.\’U knowledwe.” ™ This is not the Jan-
gnage of o philosopher. Aristotle, Fuelid, and Newton did not apply
strict ratiocination o logic, geametry, and gravitation, heeguse they did
not feel them (o he subjects of procise k nowledie,, Y

Vhat nien treat by
a . El . v
mere aflirmation are matters which they do not lelj

! ! eve will he ques-
tioned, together with suel ns they conceive cannot b questioned. Dy
what is in the mind of o writer who talks ot justifying kimsely” apip
matively 2 155 affirmative Justification can amoant o ing
energetic assertjon, or energetic denunciation of others. Ilenee we
cannot be surprised at meeting frequently in Me. Jamess Writings such
phrases ns, « incorrieible fool” « abject blunder,” » transparent ql}ibhly,”
“silly,” o impossible for human fatuity ever (o

go astep fwther,” “(lhese
disputatious aentlemen,” « pot honest,” “nier unserupulons abandon-

ment of Limsclf (g, « flat-footed and flat-headed,™ » wilful and wicked
antediluvian,” - epithets harmless enongh, hat not wizely applied (o
thoughts and men that are great historical factors,

nolhmg but

Perhaps Mr. James iy of opinion that to appeal to the “sanetion of
the heart” is o appeal to experience, namely, (o relivions experience,
Avybody who can make the trath of (s evident will )
for religion ; but, as yet, it has not been made out. The reisonine of
natural science is valid beeause It proceeds from outward y
only to onnward appearances. If'relion could,

restrict its conclusions to spiritual experiences,

@ good thing

appearances
inaparaliel way,
‘ its ¢ i~ 1t might find 4 scientifie
foundation in spiritual experiences. But it cannot.

Religion must e
supreme or it is nothing, It has to asser

Lnot only that sy, and such
a proposition is one altogether delightful and ('01:1["()1'11'1111, but that on.
ward appearances will always Le found to conform o it.ﬁl.]\’c]f;rion may
be made to vest on religious faith, and » philosaphical jus[iii(-;l;ionjmny
be given of such a procedures but it fuils (o e Philosopliy while it
appeals not to the head, but only {0 the heart. 1 saying this, we do
not in the Teast oppose the Scoteh philosopliy which makes
edge finally to repose on what are sonietimes called ultim
becanse these beliefs are the common s

all knowl-
ate beliefs
_ nse of mankind whijeh belong
to all men :1.11(1 \\'.luch o man can resist, If religion can e tracéd
to il premises, it becomes truly philosophical. Dut to rest it upon

propositions which appear to be doubted by sane minds is, until that
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appearance is proved to be illusory, a procedure which, even if philo-
sophieally shown to be worthy of a rational being, nevertheless fails to
satisfy that impulse in man which gives risc to science and philosophy.
Mr. James, therefore, whose doetrine has 1o other voucher but what
it finds in every man’s unforced delight in the truth,” has no right to
call his work philosophy. The very distinetion between reality and
fiction rests gn the fact that our taking delight in a belief is, in itself,
no sign that the thing believed in is true.

Though deficient in argumentation, the ook contains some interest-
ing philosophical doctrines,  The most prominent of thes¢ is a theory
of the relation of matter and form. The form is represented as the
archetypal, ereative idea; the matter as that in virtue of which a thing
attains actua] existence.  The former gives the thing all its qualities,
the latterits mere quantity.  The form is the essential clement which
Jbelongs to the thing even in its mere potentiality ; the matter is the
element of actuality, which is merely contingent,  So far the view i3
sufficiently familiar.  Dut it is less usual to add, as Mr. James does, that
since actuality is only the bi‘inging of a thing into the realm of pos-
sible experience, while the potential essence is eternal and abzolute,
therefore the form is the relyl and objective clement, while the matter
is pliecnomenal “and Jsuhiccta\‘v. Moreover, the matter is not only in
Avistotelian fashion made the generic clement which the form Qiffer-
“entiates, but also the principle of individuation (a doetrine main®ined
by very few). In the case of wan, the matter is what sets him off from
‘God and, gives him being in himself and consciousness, while the form

1s,the Divine element in him, whereby he is brought back into harmony
N<

with his Creator; that is, it is his conscience of cood and evil. The
form is the element of love in man, the matter the clement of self,
Distinet traces of the influence of Platonism upon S\\'Cdcnborg
appear in this philosophy. What Mr. James calls the form is the
Platonic idea or form, and the doctrine that God is the highest idea or
form, the idea of good, and the foym of forms, belongs of course to
Plato.  The singular conception that form is from its nature living is

\i_’cidedly Platonic.  So al<o is making numerical unity to depend upon

rm, and quantity upon matter. The statement that matter, or what

‘?mexists besides God, is nonentity, is made with equal clearness by Mr.

James and by Plato. The doctrines that there is a spiritual perception
which is at the same time an act of abstraction of quantities from qual-
ities, that nature is 2 mere manifestation or revelation of the Divine
idea, that this manifestation iz, in some sense, an im"cgtcd one, that
there is a world-soul or maximus homo, and_that the divine part of the
human soul corresponds to it, that the Divinity in the soul is to be com-

_devoted {o an attempt to underit

/

1870.] Jamcé}s Secret of Swedenlory. : 467

pared fo the sun :dnmng on the.world, that our eognition of necessary
truths is o sort of memory, are doetrines whiely

: : v are to be found Loth in
this book and in Plato or Plotinus 5 though they doubtless oecupy very

different positions and have very different colors in the

! K : two theosophies.
We must fairly warn our readers that all the L

ard study we have
/ ‘ and this bhook may have gone for
nothing, for it is terribly ditfficult.  Not to mention the f':wt&tlmt we
have not the thread of close argun: ntation to guide us, Mr. James uses
terns <o peculiarly that we stumble at the commonest words, which
often recciee meanings apparently quite unrelated 16 those '
tomed to attach to them. Al pllil()SOI)hCl"S ’

but they uzually define thefr terms. at the outset, and that My Jumes,
geldom does ; even when he does, Lis definition often only substitutes
several mysterious symboks for one, In first opening the book we are
puzzled at finding identity dttributed to things of which it would seem.
more consonant to the general drift of (he - .

: . author’s tho'ugllt to deny it.
But after being confounded repeatedly by such statementsy we hegin to

see—or think we see — that My, James, by saying that A and B are
identieal, means 1t njore than that they coexist in nature. In like
manner we find it diflicult 16 comprehend dgur v
wealism until he Fives us

We are ageus-
use words in peculiar senses

; author’s opposition to,
W ts synonyme, “the inveidtion of the world

of things-in-themselves” Qg incessant, is this eryptic use of terms, that
the reader finally comes to 18s¢ all assurance that the conﬁnoncst word
is used in a sense analogous to its usual one. YV ¢ read of~the social
destiny of woman, but whether by woman is meant those singular
ereatures whom we ordinarily so designate, or whether man is not
fnc:mt, or some faculty of the mind, or merely the Avistotelian matter,
15 a question far beyond our humble powers. It is true that Mr. Jumnes
supplies us with a synonyme for “ woman,” ngmely, “vir” s bue jt must
lfc allowed that thiz does not in jtself fully clear up the diﬂicult‘y. -
(‘)n _".p:\‘g_e A9 there is an attempt to explain the words male and
icm'::lc. S Male and fumu]_c; that is to say, organic and functional,
static arnd dynamie, gcncric and specifie, universal and particular, public
and private, outward and inward, common and proper, 'ohjcclivve and
subjective.”  I'rom this we should incline to think that Yorm was m-
tended by woman. But a little below we find another
“Woman as woman or, what is the same thing, . . . (he subjective
-« - . and moral content of human nature.”  This inclines us to think
that by woman is meant 4 certain faculty of the mind. Bug further on
we read of “the minimus homo, the moral or conscious Lve, the petty,
specific, domestic vi7 of our actual bosoms, who embraces iy himself
the entire spiritual world, the universe of affeetion and thought, and to

definition':
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whom all the facts of life, 1. e, all the events of history, great and small,
" public and private, and all the results of .experience, good and evil,
true and false, exclusively pertain” A missionary from China some
years ago, on his return to this country, in order to illustrate the  diffi-
culty of making the Chinese comprehend Christianity, told how tlie
“inper-man” throughout the New Testament is supposed by "the
LChinese to. m}an the woman, it being the idiom in their language
. This seemed to us at the time fo argue want of acquaintance with
.Chinese on the part of the translators ; yet here is Mr. James, to whom
English is vernacular, whose English is extraordinarily idiomatic
and racy, who yet constantly, without any explanation, but as the most
natural thing in the world, uses woman and inward man as Synonymous,
. We cannot, however, close without saying that it is our firm conviction
that this book can be understood by ihe right mind with the/right

- preparation, and that, to many a man who cannot fully understand it,

it will afford, as it has to us, much spiritual/ nutriment.
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