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New Church thinkers are faced with a dilemma in regard to the
interface of religious and scientific thought. On the one hand the

agent of the Second Advent, Emanuel Swedenborg, contributed signifi-
cantly to the scientific understanding of how the world works, while on
the other, his pre-revelatory philosophy and his revelatory works declare
the view that the physical universe is not only the basis for the existence of
the spiritual world but is also totally dependent on the latter for its
creation and perpetuation.

The current scientific view of the world emerged over a period of
some five hundred years following the breakdown of the church-sanc-
tioned medieval view in the face of ideas of Copernicus (astronomy),
Francis Bacon (methodology, philosophy), Galileo (astronomy, physics),
Boyle (chemistry), Hutton (geology, time), Darwin (biology), and Wohler
(organic chemistry, dismissal of the “vital force” idea). These ideas—to
name only a few—coupled with Kantian philosophy and the general
materialistic philosophy of the Enlightenment, led to a new dogmatism
represented by a science that denies to the spiritual plane any significance
in the workings of nature.

Karl Birjukov’s treatise in this issue takes up the challenge this repre-
sents. Is the physical universe one founded on “dead matter” with its
property of inertia or is it a vibrant one infused with life “stepped down”
through discrete degrees from the Divine Source of all worlds, spiritual
and natural?

In the Bible, especially in the New Church canonical books, place
corresponds to human states of mind. Our attention is drawn to this by the
author: “One should also keep in mind that when we hear the word
‘Egypt’ in the Bible, the modern mind should attune itself to hearing at the
same time ‘natural thinking,’ or knowledge that contains no spiritual
element, which exactly mirrors the modern notion of secular science” (p.
88).

The author also remarks: “In the scheme of things, a book begins and
ends. Every end, however, is a germ for another beginning . . .” (p. 86) and
hence he recognizes that in facing the challenges posed by secular science,
new work will begin towards meeting them.

We look forward to continuing this discourse in the pages of this
journal.


