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N O TE S B Y  T H E  E D IT O R

The Fifty-sixth Annual Meeting of the Swedenborg Scientific 
Association will be held at 8.00 o ’clock p.m., in the Chapel of Benade 
Hall, Bryn Athyn, Pennsylvania, on Wednesday, May 20, 1953. 
Secretaries of the Chapters of the Association are requested to send 
in their Reports in due time, that they may be read at the meeting.

The drawing of Swedenborg’s property on Hornsgatan in South 
Stockholm was made by Mr. Donald Moorhead according to a 
scale supplied by Mr. Russel Lyman.

By the kindness of Mr. Bjorn Holmstrom, I have received from 
Basel, Switzerland, a pamphlet of eight pages containing the re
cently published “ Statutes” of the Swedenborg Institute, a So
ciety founded in 1952 by Mr. Holmstrom and Associates, under the 
laws of Switzerland.

The purpose of the Society is “ the publication, dissemination, 
and study of the original works of Emanuel Swedenborg” ; the 
establishment in Basel of a central library of Swedenborg’s works 
and collateral literature, and of branch libraries in other cities; the 
giving of lectures to scientific groups; and the founding of “ as many 
cultural centers as possible, without geographical limitation.”

The membership is to consist of individuals, partnerships, firms, 
associations, and corporations, “ irrespective of nationality, race, 
creed, or sex,”  but not of profession, for members of the clergy are 
declared ineligible.

Under Swiss laws, if the Society becomes insolvent, it is ipso facto 
dissolved.

The Board or directing body of the Institute already exists, and 
this body receives written applications for membership and makes
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decisions thereon. Its Secretary is Herr Max Adam, Stadthaus- 
gasse 13, Basel.

Membership fees are to be determined by the Assembly of Mem
bers, but whether an Assembly has yet been held, I do not know.

The Institute has already published the Latin of Part I of Swed
enborg’s Principia, in offset, but reduced from folio to quarto size, 
and this publication is now on sale.

EVOLUTION

About a hundred years ago, Charles Darwin published his 
Origin of Species, in which he presented to the world his theory of 
Evolution. It was an epoch-making work, and was received both 
with acclaim and with alarmed condemnation. It was acclaimed by 
many of the learned, because it presented what seemed to be an 
orderly and well connected theory of creation which could be ac
cepted without any necessity of acknowledging God-Man as Cre
ator. For this same reason, the churches were unanimous in con
demning the work-as contrary to the teachings of the Bible and as 
leading to atheism.

For us at this day, it is difficult to comprehend the intensity of 
the disputes that arose between these two views, for the theory of 
evolution is now well nigh universally accepted, and this despite 
the fact, openly admitted by some of the leading evolutionists, that 
it is a theory which has never been proved. Nay, the learned world 
has extended the field of evolution beyond what was contemplated 
by Darwin, and is proclaiming not only the evolution of man from 
a lower species, but the evolution of the idea of God, of immortality, 
of the spiritual world; the evolution of society, of morals, of laws, 
etc. In every field of study, the now ruling idea in the learned 
world is that the superior has its birth and origin in the inferior, 
as opposite to the truth that the inferior furnishes the ground by 
which already existing superiors can become manifested.

Over one hundred years prior to Darwin’s work, another man 
also published a theory of creation, namely, Emanuel Swedenborg, 
in his Worship and Love of God published in 1744. The design of
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both Darwin and Swedenborg was to present the work of creation 
as an ordered and well connected series. But, whereas Darwin 
begins with a plasma of unknown origin, Swedenborg begins with 
the Divine; and while Darwin offers no reason why man should be 
gradually developed from this plasma, Swedenborg ascribes man’s 
creation to God’s will to impart happiness to him.

But while Darwin’s book was received with great acclaim, and 
great opposition, the publication of Swedenborg’s book was almost 
unnoticed. It was reviewed only in a German weekly literary 
magazine, and there the reviewer contents himself with ridiculing 
it as “ a play” which “ one could read as a pastime if only his style 
had been that of a playwright.”

Swedenborg’s theory is that in first creation every bit of matter 
had inmostly within it, the first natural point, that is, the Proceed
ing from God which had as its end the creation of an angelic heaven. 
Every clod of earth was thus a seed. But primitively the life and 
striving that was inmostly in matter, was imprisoned. By the 
action of the laws of nature— heat and cold, chemical operations, 
etc.— the bonds became somewhat loosened, and the life within 
was able to create the lowest animate forms— forms which had 
seed within themselves. By means of these forms, both in their 
life and by their death, new matter was created, and the life within 
this finer matter was able to create higher living form s; and so on 
until the creation of man. This is in agreement with the teaching 
of the Writings, “ that the uses of all things which have been created 
ascend by degrees from ultimates to man” ( D .L.W . n. 65, 307, 327), 
that is to say, the uses of organic forms, and not the forms them
selves, furnish the materia by which that which is higher can be 
clothed. This may be called the evolution of uses as contrasted with 
the currently accepted theory, namely, the evolution of organic 
forms.

Stripped of all its learned words, and of its widespread investi
gations of phenomena, the theory of evolution is nothing more than 
the theological doctrine of the creation of the world from nothing, 
for it derives a human being— man, homo sapiens— from an animal 
in whom there is no human. Nor, despite all the learned researches 
that have been made, is there or has there been any case of a birth 
of a living being discretely different from its progenitor.
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In the past, members of the New Church have attempted to adapt 
the theory of evolution to the doctrines of the New Church, by 
avoiding its “ something from nothing”  implication. Thus, in the 
last century, the hominine-animal theory was propounded. This 
theory rejects the idea that a lower animal form produced a higher 
from its own seed, and substituted the theory that the womb of the 
lower form was the ground in which God implanted the seed of a 
higher animate being. Thus, it postulates that human seed was im
planted by God in the womb of an animal in whom there was nothing 
human.

Such a theory is opposed to the doctrine that influx is according 
to reception, a doctrine abundantly taught in the Writings, and the 
truth of which is self-evident. It is opposed also to all experience, 
for human seed can come to birth only in a human womb.

Later, a theory has been advanced which is called the microcosmic 
theory. This theory is based on the assumption that as there are 
stages in the growth of the foetus in the womb, there must have 
been similar stages in the creation of man. Thus, the creation of 
man commenced with the creation of a human plasma which had a 
human soul but not immortality— corresponding to the foetus that 
does not come to birth, which also has a human soul but not im
mortality. This human plasma gave birth to a series of other plasms 
until at last man having immortality was born. But if a human 
plasma having a human soul gives birth to another plasma, then 
itself must have come to maturity and thus be an immortal human 
being. There can be no comparison with the unborn fetus, for this 
does not have offspring; its life is the Lord’s, and if it does not come 
to birth, its body is dissipated, comparatively as a receptive vessel 
is shattered. “ The life from which the embryo lives in the womb 
is not its life but the Lord’s alone, who alone is Life” ( Div. Wis. 
iii, 6 ).

That the first man or men were created in a way different from 
that in which man is now born is obvious. It should also be ob
vious that he was not created in a way contrary to the laws of order, 
thus, not contrary to the law that influx is according to reception. 
How he was created, perhaps is beyond the reach of human under
standing. Swedenborg advanced the theory that he was born 
from the Tree of Life, and this theory he seems to confirm in his
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History of Creation n. 10, written in 1745, a few months after he 
had received his commission as Revelator.

Is it not rationally conceivable that a Tree of Life was created 
solely as a means for the creation of man? a Tree whose fruit was 
capable of receiving that spark of life which is the human soul ?

Such a mode of creation is not contrary to the law which teaches 
that influx is according to reception, as is the theory that human 
seed was implanted in an animal womb. Animals are forms of af
fection, and they can give birth only to similar forms of affection. 
But the members of the vegetable kingdom are forms not of affec
tion but of use ( D.L.W. n. 612, Div. Wis. xii, 5 ), their use being 
the sustenance of the animal kingdom. Animals, being living forms 
of affection, can give birth only to forms of the same affection, but 
vegetables, being forms of uses, can give birth to that which will 
serve all affections.

It has been objected that the fruit of the vegetable kingdom can
not possibly serve as the womb for animal and still less for human 
life, for it lacks the necessary heat. The objection is a sound ob
jection, and it is because of this that I have suggested the creation of 
a Tree of Life whose sole purpose was to bear a fruit designed to 
serve as a womb for human life.

However, as I said, the origin of man may ever remain obscure 
to us, and perhaps we can but conjecture. But our own ignorance 
or obscurity should not drive us to the adoption of theories without 
due consideration as to whether they are in harmony with the 
principles laid down in the Writings.

R E V IE W S

T he Sermon on the  M ount, by Richard H. Teed. Acacia 
Press, Melbourne. Pp. 89. Cloth, 7s 6d.

This is a series of sermons preached by Mr. Teed when he was 
Pastor of the New Church Society in Melbourne, Australia. Its 
publication is due to a desire by the Members of the Melbourne So
ciety to commemorate his ministry of twenty-five years with the 
Society. Mr. Teed has now retired from active work in the min
istry of the New Church.
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