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our I^onl. VV»» approach thin holtHiiii «ul»j«ft, with all rovor-

ennt.'i, quit<; i-utisciouH of thi; many diMicultitis that HUirniinil

it. rtwi)U^iih(M^ v«ry rij^htly ohwivt^M, that tin* hiviim

Boiii}^ or KHNe, 'Vraiiiiot hi* (leHinilitMl in human laMjL^uii^o,

(h iMi th rht, tor 1i

N

nine*' it transceiKiH •vt^i

thou<^ht can comprehend nothin;^ hut what in created and

Uniti', and not what iH uuuiH'attHl and iiiliniti;, ((iiimfiiuuntly

it can form no conception of the Divini' Kssu." ("True

Jl»<Iigion," Hcc. lS)r Kext, when We turn tfj! the lasHt expo-"

sition oi Hwedonborj^H syntcm, viz.; •' Noble's Appeal," wc

find the sanu! acknowledgment ; i^wakinj^ of tlut Trinity he

Hays ;
*' It must then be a Trinity of Kssential Principles -

of Constituent Klemeiits (so to speak for want of better

terms) forming toj^ether One Person" (p. ^554). We lind,

unfortunately, even after tin- above admission a great

amount of covert sarcasm in Swedenborg's works regarding

the use by the (Jhristian Church of the word "Mystery" as

applied to the Trinity. Here is a practical acknowledg-

ment that any attempt to explain the Divine lieing nmst

end in "mystery." The Western Church has used the woixl

"Persons," but all her l)est divines have said about the use

of this word just what Mr. Nolde says al)out the usfe of

^he words " Constituent Elements •'„ and " Kssential Prin-

oipies," viz., that it is used " for want of a better term." We
now pass on to the consideration of the insuperable barrier

which prevents us acceptfng Swedenborg's (loctrine of the

Person of Christ. ^ '

Swedenborg has cleared his ground for the statement of his

doctrine, by propounding Philo's doctrine as to the origin of

soul in man. According to 'Ph\ilo, man is the internal prin-

ciple, and woman is the external principle, the father then

is the exclusive origin of the soul ofman, the mother con-

tributing nothing but the "body," or tabernacle, of the soul


