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—  AND THEOLOGIAN

Editor of the N ew Philosophy :

“ Swedenborg’s voluminous writings were not properly collected 
and examined until toward the end of the 19th century; it was 
then seen that in almost every department of scientific activity he 
was ahead of his time.”

This quotation might have come from any of a great number 
of past issues of the N ew Philosophy. It would be followed by 
an example of Swedenborg’s anticipation of later scientific de
velopments. Who knows how many times the same theme may 
appear in the future? We may well expect that Swedenborg’s 
insight led him to conjectures that have not been confirmed by 
other scientists yet, but will be in the future.

The works of such a man are surely worthy of preservation, 
translation, publication and distribution; and the principles of his 
thinking should be promoted among scientists of any era. His 
unusual attitude toward creation can still be applied, and may 
lead modern thinkers to put themselves ahead of the times even 
when the times are changing so breathlessly. For these purposes, 
as printed inside the front cover of this journal, the Swedenborg 
Scientific Association was organized 61 years ago. It has not 
always thrived, but it has survived.

Why do we not hear of similar organizations devoted to the 
works of other scientists and philosophers? Is there a Leonardo 
da Vinci Society, or a Cartesian Philosophical Association? The 
Encyclopaedia Britannica, from which the above quotation actually 
did come, gives similar or better treatment to these and other great 
thinkers. No one disputes the importance of publishing Newton’s 
works, or of promoting his principles of thought, but these senti
ments do not seem to be expressed in the founding of associations 
for that exclusive purpose.

There have probably been such organizations in the past, but 
they do not tend to persevere. One reason is that the works of 
any man grow in clarity and importance as time goes by, even 
after the author’s death. His writings are interpreted and modi
fied by later thinkers, and sometimes adapted for better under
standing. Descartes’ own description of analytical geometry, and 
Napier’s treatise on natural logarithms, for example, are by no 
means the clearest or most complete texts on those subjects.
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For a variety of reasons, scientific organizations diversify their 
interests beyond the works of one or a few, toward the general 
study of science and philosophy. Then they enter such a popular 
field that they soon lose their identity, or wither away as the 
competition overwhelms them.

If the Swedenborg Scientific Association followed this course, 
and devoted itself to science and philosophy in general rather than 
those of Swedenborg alone, it would be very unlikely to last an
other 61 years. And yet it sometimes seems as if it would be 
expedient to do something of the sort. Membership in the organ
ization is not as large as it ought to be. The association’s journal 
often suffers from lack of material, and is not always well read, 
even among members. It is virtually impossible for the publica
tion of Swedenborg’s works to be profitable or even self-sustaining. 
But the S.S.A. has been and is supported by devoted men and 
women who want to keep it alive at any cost short of departure 
from its avowed purposes.

It is hard to believe that this much interest is being shown in an 
18th century scientist and philosopher. Even the encyclopaedia 
recognizes that he was more than that— a scientist, philosopher and 
theologian. And the members of this organization are interested 
in him as a theologian. They are virtually all members of the 
New Church, and are interested in the scientific and philosophical 
works as steps in Swedenborg’s preparation for the work that 
drew him away from a life as a scientist. W e are in the Sweden
borg Scientific Association because we are in the New Church.

This point may be disputed by a few, and by others considered 
so obvious that it should not be brought up. In any case, it does 
not seem to be mentioned often within the organization. Articles 
in the N ew Philosophy do not usually allude to the theological 
writings, still less the doctrines of the church. There is an ap
parent tendency for people actively interested in the New Church 
to separate those interests from their participation in the purposes 
of the S.S.A., and to talk within the organization as if Sweden
borg were nothing more than a philosopher.

Another tendency, apparently of an opposite nature, may mani
fest the same sort of compartmentalization. There are few articles 
in these pages that do not mention Swedenborg’s scientific and 
philosophical works. Sometimes the reference to them is indirect 
or even artificial. It seems to be inserted as if it were a password
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required for admission between these gray covers. Is this neces
sary? Is it not true that the members of the Association, who 
are members of the New Church, rarely speak of science or philos
ophy without the principles of Swedenborg’s philosophy coloring 
their thinking? This assumption is not safe if the organization 
is officially ignorant of its members’ religious affiliations.

Now, both of these appearances may be deceiving. But if even 
one potential writer receives the impression that he must a) men
tion Swedenborg, and b) not mention the New Church, he may 
be lost as an active contributor or even as a member of the Asso
ciation. The lowering of these barriers, be they real or imaginary, 
might lead to some revitalization of the association.

It comes down to one question: Is the New Philosophy, or 
should it be, a New Church philosophical journal? A  discussion 
of this question among members, and some written comments sub
mitted to the editorial board, could constitute a useful piece of self- 
examination for an organization whose future is not as secure as it 
should be.

It may be felt by some that expanding the scope of this organ 
would detract from the original purposes. In one man’s opinion, 
it would support both of them and give them greater vitality. 
The purposes would not change, and need not be augmented. All 
that would be necessary is to note that the things they do not 
mention are not necessarily excluded. The recognition that the 
students of Swedenborg’s works are followers who live and think 
Swedenborg’s religion would give more freedom in the ways they 
could promote his principles.

The idea of treating the N ew Philosophy as a New Church 
philosophical journal impresses this member as a corollary to the 
original purposes. It seems comparable to another attitude not 
mentioned in the purposes but considered one of the important 
ways of implementing them. The purposes do not mention the 
publication of a journal. But one has always been published; 
without it the Association would be crippled. The purposes do 
not mention that the members of the Association are modern 
New Church thinkers. But it has been recognized from time to 
time, officially and unofficially. A  reaffirmation of this thought 
now may open up opportunities that should never have been over
looked.

K enneth Rose
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