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int r o duce a few sen t ences from the letters of the lead
ing philosophers of this country in reference to my MS .

“ Divin ity and the Cosmos . ”

Professor Will iam 'ames, o f Harvard Universi ty
,

to Prof. Edwin R . A. Sel igman , of Columbia College.
“ The re i s a spiritedness about his whole att empt, a class i c

directness and simplici ty in the style of most of i t
,
and a bold

grandeur in his whole outlook
,
that give i t a very high aesthetic

quality
,
reminding me forcibly of Spinoza himself, Opposed as

are many o f Si lb e r s t e i n
’

s views to those of his great fore

r un n e n
”

In his second letter to Prof. Seligma n
“There is really a grand style about his writing; qui te a

native kinship to Spinoza.

”

In a l e tter to me Prof. 'ames states
“ Your style is w onderful ly spirited and direct at times, your

atti tude is noble and the simpl ici ty of your ou t look subl im e .

You are really a first cousin o fSpinoza
,
and if y o u had written

your system then
,
i t is very likely that I might now be studying

i t with studen ts j ust as Spinoza’s now is studied .

”

Prof. 'osiah R ovce o fHarva rd'
Your discussions, both o fthe hist ory o f philosophy and

o fthe fundamental metaphy sical problems, show,
even in thei r

fragmentariness
,
in the presen t MS. , an acuteness and skill that

m akes me wish that I cou ld s e e i n pr i n t your treatment of the
fundamental question of philosophy. In this region your pecul iar
e xperience, your independence, your courag e o f conviction,
produce results w hich reveal y o u in a very interesting lig h t .

”

In a let ter to me Colonel R obert G . Ingersol l says
“ I have looked over your MS. an d sin cere ly hope that i t

m a y b e published . You wro t e upon the most importan t and
most subtle themes that can occupy t h e mind o f man, and I
know that What y o u have written would be read w i th pleasure
by thinking men , whether they would agre e with your conclus
ions o r n o t . ”



D EFIN ITION S .

l s t . By the expression o fAbs o lut e Ex i s t e n ce I understand a n

abso lute being, whose existence has no beginn ing and no end,
although its existence is dependen t upon another absolute being
whose existence is dependent upon i t self.

2 n d . By the expression o f Un i v e r s a l Es s e n ce I understand
the primitive source o fall beings and obj ects that can be in t h e

endless universe
,
distinguished from their ph e n o m i ca l m o d ific

a t i o n s as m atter and force, although the Universal Essenc e

i tself is no matter and no force . It is something of a general

germ or offspring o fall things in the un iverse as the Embryo

which is somewha t of a s tructure and a grow th of animals and

plants
,
al thoug h the Embryo itself is unformed .

3 r d . By t h e term Actua li ty I understand the particularizati o n

o ft h e universe a fter its modification o r transformat ion from i t s

general existence into its particularized existence. The di fferen t

obj ects and beings as they are before us i n their actual existence
,

al though t h e general existence as an Universa l Essence ne v er
ceases to be an internal existence of the un iverse in general .

4t h . By the term ofPo t e n t i a li ty I understand the original
s tate o fthe Universal Essence ere i ts transformation, which con

t a i n e d all the obj ects that were
,
are and ever can be in t h e

universe in an actua l ex i stence
,
in a possibili ty (o r in a potenti

ali ty) before they come and act in their a ctuali ty.

s t h . By Abs o lut e In t e lle ctua lity I understand an intellec tual

Being whose in te l lectual existence is dependent upon i tsel f and
in its e lf—a n ideal conce pt o fthe who le universe in one Abstract
Image; the images o fall particularized obj ect s, which ever ca n
be formed by the laws of Intel lectual i ty

,
their volumes

,
mode s

and quiddi ties, is a o n e general ideal image, o r an abstr act being
in itself, which is t h e Absolute Intellectuality. Yet all mental

images of every o n e of th e particularized obj ects which are one
general i ty of t h e Abstra ct Being are known and cognizable a s

s epa r a t e ly o n e i n th e o th e r in thei r m utua l i n t e r tw i n e d r e la t i o n s in the

o n e general Abstract Imag e o feternal existence, i n the absolute
unity of t h e o n e Absolu t e Intellectuali ty.

6 th . By the term Em a n a t i o n I underst and the general force



of radiation and transformation . The absolut e cogitation of al l
mental images in their general ity and Absolute Wisdom r e

flee ts a general image—a radiation , wrought by one g en e ra l ray
o fIn tellectual L ight

,
as a photographic image o f the Abso lute

Intel lectuali ty
,
which is the Universal Es s e n ce i n i ts potenti a l i ty.

But s i nce all mental images in the i r generali ty are co g n i z able

also as separated one in the other
,
the general force of radiat i on ,

th erefore, becomes also a force o ft ransformation, which is the
genera l activity o fthe Universal Essence in i ts man ifesta t ion,
as i t merges out of i ts poten t i al general existence into par ti cul
a r i ze d beings

,
in concrete form to become m a n i fe s t e d i n ac tu a l i ty

as sin gle images issuing forth o n efr o m th e o th e r and o n e aft e r t h e

o th e r i n the order of creation
,
according t o the laws o f Intel

le ctua li t y as they a r e known o n e i n th e o t h e r in the Absolu t e Intel
le ctua li ty .

7t h . ByMa t t e r a n d Fo r ce I understand all the obj ects in the ir

appearances in actua l i ty before us as single images in the ir con

crete form
,
although there is no such thing as a “primitive

matter
”
in the universe

,
which nature moulds and fashions into

various obj ect s
,
as clay moulded in the hands of the po t ter; bu t

all obj ects in the endless universe are compos ed of minut e part
i cle s

, called atoms in their original isolated state, which are
coming and going in the absolute Universal Essence as the
exceedingly small sparks we see coming and going in a ray of
sunlig ht, in al l eternity.

8th . By At o m s I unders tand those smal l parti cles as the

beginners o fmatter by thei r grouping in di fferent aggregat ion s,
which they are by themselves equal ly in quanti ty and in qual ity
and in their distance from each other in their first formation

,

d i s t i n g ui s e d from the mechanical atoms which are recognized
by the chemists as elementary bodies with di fferent quantities
and qualiti es

.

9th . ByMo le cule s I unders t and a group of atoms in th e i r
first combination as a compound obj ect;those mechanical atoms
which appear before our sci en tists as “ elements” o r a s

“prim
l t i v e matter. ”

r oth . By S t im ula t i o n I understand the exci t ement of the
Universal Essence in i ts g eneral act ivi t y . As the g enera l force of



tran sformation brings forth al l mental images fr o m t h ei r i d eali st i c

state into a potenti al state
,
in an Universal Essence, to modify

them in actual i ty
, o r to bring for th one from t h e other and one

after the other in an actua l existence as they are known one in

the other in their mutual in tertwined relation in the Absolut e
Intellectual i ty

,
i t brings forth a stimulation o r an excitem e n t i n

t h e essence to r e fr e ct and reflect all these men tal images o n e

from the other and o n e influenced by t h e other t o be cognizable
s e parately in actual i ty as they are known o n e in the other in their

o n e unity in the Absolute In tellectual ity.

1 1 th . By the number o fS ix G e n e r a l L a w s ofN a tur e I under

stand s i x general divisions o r fundamental principles o f nature

in the in t el ligence of man , to unders t and the activi ty o f n a ture

i n i t s general i ty, not to be mis taken in any expl anation o f any
phenom ena in actuality by the physical mechanism of man in
its actual stat e; al though nature i t self does not know any “cer
tain number” o f laws, ei ther general ly or particularly. Every

effect in every moment o fthe unl imited t ime is a consequence

of the cause which preceded i t
,
and that cause is a consequent

from another cause w hich preceded itself, and every effect is a
cause to another effect w hich follow s i t, w i thout beginning and
withou t an e n d ; that every cause in actu a l i ty is under a general
l aw to the effect w hich follows i t

,
and a s the effec ts in actual i ty

are innumerable, t h e laws o fnature, as a consequence, are also
innum erable; and as every effect is related to the cause which

p receded it, and every cause is related to the effect which p re
ceded itself, w i thou t beginn ing a n d without end

,
so are the in

numerab le causes and effects related to each other i n o n e

general and eternal relation which preceded them . The i n n um e r

able laws o fnature in the en ti re universe
,
as a consequence

,
are

related to each other i n o n e general rela t ion, which preceded
the en t ire universe

,
a One G eneral L a w in an intel lectual exist

en ce by itself, The S ix G e n e r a l L a w s of N a tur e
,
wh ich I have

constructed, are only as symbols o r landmarks to the i n t e lli
o fman seeking the pure knowledge o fnature. Keeping in
th e following Six G eneral L a ws a man may be secure from
errors in sci ence and ph i losophy at al l even ts

,
for these

contain in th e mselves a pure conception of the entire n u

and of al l the forces actuated in nature
,
in all etern ity.



ix Genera Laws 0 Na me .
After a careful a n a li za t i o n of the various systems of phi los

Oph y , consid ering the laws or axioms in modern natural science
and pe netrating the mystery of nature i tself, I found that al l the
systems of philosophy are incomplete, unsatisfactory and total ly
insuffi cient to the deep

,
logical and honest thinker. And, simu l

t a n e o us ly , most o fthe laws or axioms in modern natural science ,
which are almost whol ly derived from , or based o n

,
inductive

results
,
are very often not only defective, but even fa lse .

I therefore appear before the philosophic and scientific world

wi th t h e following S i x G e ne r a l L a w s of N a tur e , which
I have constructed (in a work enti tled

“ D iv i n i ty a n d th e Co s m o s
”

)
with a great many arguments and demonstrations

,
through

which I' have discovered the mystery and explained the phy s ical
ph e nomena of nature

,
desiring therefore the public Opinion .

FIR ST L AW .

There is one general force in the un iverse
, o r as I cal l i t, the

Absolute Essence, ac t ing in i ts general existence, i n po tential i t y,
to modify itself into i t s individual exis tence

,
in to atoms i n

actuali ty, and keeping, by the same own impulse, every individ
ual object i n i ts s tate and form . The action

,
o r the impu lse

,
o f

the o n e general force l i es in the centre o f every obj ect
,
not t o

attract the other obj ects t o i ts cen tre as i t agrees by the la w o f
“gravitation , but to keep each particl e o fthe obj ect in its stat e
and posi tion around the centre

,
as a force o f conservation

,
I

therefore call i t Ce n t r a lzty . The force of Cen tral i ty is the o n e

tender o r i nnermos t force, or principle in the un iverse, which
holds and correlates the un iverse together in o n e gr a dual, harm



Onion s and eternal scale of crea t ion, according to fixed i m m ut

able and unvarying laws o f nature which are the laws Of

In t e le ctua li ty . But as the force OfCe n tral i ty
,
by the s t imulation

Of the essence
,
acts in the atoms, the beginner o fthe matter, the

matter is acted upon ; by receiv ing the action Of the force, the
matter becomes vib r ating

,
producing the motion in matter.

Thus
,
the force Of Cen trali ty i s the act i ve force

,
whi le t h e force

Of motion i s passive. The motion
,
which is the actuated force

in mat ter, by t h e vibrating Ofthe ma t ter, appears before us i n
di fferen t and varying states and forms

,
bringing hereby al l

different forms and varying obj ects one from the o ther and o n e

after th e other in the order o f creatio n in actual i ty under the

a ction o fthe Centrali ty according to the laws o r rules of Intel

le ctua li t y . The motion is dependen t upon the force of Central

i ty
,
s o long as Central i ty acts in the Un iversal Essence , there is

motion in matter. Should, however, t h e force o f Central i ty
cease t o exis t, th e motion , together wi th the mat ter, would also

cease to be in exist ence. The o n e genera l force
,
the Central i ty

itself, is the emanation of the Ab s olute In tel lectual ity.

SECON D L AW .

Every individual Obj ect in the universe
,
by receiving the

action i n matter from the genera l force
,
is in an i n t e r n a l a

’
o uble

m o t i o n , to move around i ts own axis and in an e lipt i ca l way.

That double motion must be equal
,
proportionately

,
to the mass

o fmatt er o fth at body, t o the number of atoms from which i t is

composed . The more matt e r the Obj ect is composed Of
,
the

g reat er is the total force o fits motion . This double motion i s

t h e n a tur e of o bje ct s by th e m s e lv e s , s ince every obj ect consis ts o f an
a ggregate and immense number o fsmal l portions or atom s of
m atter, holding together by one common cen t re to be a bo ajr by
i t s e lf;s o that t h e impulse in the centre acts upon ev e ry particl e Of
t h e body to keep i t s state and posi tion in the body

,
producing

herewi th a vibration in each particle
,
and t h

all the particles are Opposed to each o ther
,
tha

vibrated in a differe nt di re ction from the other



therefore, the impu lse Ofthe centre i s t o regulate all the differ
e n t directions of a ll particle s to combine them in o n e result,

'

i h

a double motion in the obj ect by it s be i n g a n o bje ct , and therefore

the sum Of the motion Of each part i cle Ofthe body is a combi h
a t ion Of a double mo t ion according to the number Of the atoms

,

to the mas s of matter o fthat body; This la w holds true in all
the individual Obj ects in the endless universe

,
from the s ingl e

atoms in their appearance from the general existence into their

individual izations t o the greates t pl anets, suns and s tars and t o
t h e matter Of t h e brain in a human body

,
all possess the in t ernal

double motion according t o their mas s .

TH IR D L AW .

Every massive body in rapid motion causes by its o w n i n

flue n ce all the smaller bodies moving n ear i t, with a s lo w velocity,
to i ncrease thei r motion

,
according to the quantity, direction

and distance Of the moving massive body. But t h e force of in
flue n ce Of the ra pid motion upon the smaller b o dies ct im zn i s h e s

according to the square Of the dis tance betw een the two bodies,
and the distance in this case is measured by the length Of the
radius o fthe body which exercises the force o f influence o n

another body. In the firs t dis tance
,
accordingly, the force o f

influence Of the large body i s s o great that the motion Of al l th e

surrounding bodies in that distance lose their pecul iari ty of thei r
own doub le moti on

,
and falling upon the circumference of the

larg e body they become part s Of i t , to move togeth e r in i ts
peculiari ty.

This la w is the first important law in nature i n al l i ts
physical phenomena

,
in the variation o fObj ects in all their com

b i n a t i o n s in chemistry
,
in al l the modifica t ions o r transforma

tions Of motion in physics
,
and this law gives us a cle a r and a

n e w i d e a abou t the planetary motion i n astronomy as well as in
the phenomenon of t h e fal l ing bodies. L e t me explain here the
planetary motion and the phenomenon o fthe fall ing bodies . Al l
bodies ha ve their pecuh‘ double motion according to the mass
o fmatter they are composed of ca used by the force Ofcentra l i t y.
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The sun being grea ter i n mass and volume than al l the p lanets

taken together
,
and having accordingly the greatest force o f

mo t ion , has the greatest force o f influence up o n al l the p lanets.

But as t h e force of influe n ce diminishes according to the square

o fthe distance, we wi ll find by a cle a r mathematical calculation

t h e s um of the velocity of i ts p lane ts togeth e r with the r e a s o n of
their di fferent motion around the sun . Th e p lanet Mercury,
being the smal l e st of th e p lanets, has i ts peculi ar doub le motion

as t h e smallest of al l other planets, but being the neare st to t h e

sun
,
the influence o f t h e sun causes upon the p lanet t o mov e

wi t h quickest Speed in the direction o f the sun . The p lane t

'enus although i ts peculi ar double mo t ion is greater than th e

planet Mercury
,
moves s lo w er arou n d t h e s un , being further

from the sun
,
the influence o fthe latt er upon i t i s less than upon

Mercury. This explanation re fers to al l other planets, t o al l the

phenomena in our solar system and to the falli ng bodies upon
our planet in t h e first dist ance of i ts radius (86 0 G erman mi les . )
Thus, the la w of t h e planetary motion and o fthe fall ing b o dies
are not d ue t o the law o f gravi tation which nature does n o t
kno w , but t o the la w of motion by i ts o w n influence. Th e

same is the case with t h e la w of inertia which nature does
not kno w .

The scienti s ts ins tead o f this
,
that they shou ld have pene

t r a t e d t h e mys tery of nature i tself
,
to understand i ts being

, that
the motion is only the one force in matter

,
tha t there is not one

atom in existence not to be i n motion
,
and there 18 no part i cular

i z e d force in matter, neit her in elem entary bodie s nor i n

minerals, plan ts or animal, which are n o t a mode of motion . And
when they have perceived the phenomena of t h e p lanetary
motion and o fthe fall ing bodies

,
they should know that those

phenomena are revealed in their actual i ty on ly by the motion with
its influence; furtherm ore, t o underst and that the force o f

influence dimin ishes according to the square of the distanc e
between the two bodies, and t hen calculate the motion wi th
t h e influence by the knowledge of mathematics

,
their calcula

tion would then be correct and they Wa ld have thus estab l ished
the right la w o fnature . But those scien tists being dependent
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upo n thei r inductive results, upon the experiments and

m athematical calculation alone, they have adopted a force in
matter wi thout any knowledg e of i ts cause and being; th e force
Of “

g ravitation
” which is po s i t ively against the motion by its

pr im i t iv e ca us e as a law of nature, which is utterly false. The
s ame is with the law of “in ertia ”

. Instead that they should

understand tha t every body must be in an inherent doubl e

m otion by i tsel f s o long as i t is not effected by t h e influence o f
the veloci ty of motion in a great body, and as soon as the effec t
oc e a s e s the body receives i ts o w n double motion

,
they have

adopted the firs t law in motion which N ewton h a s estab l ished
,

t hat “every body continues in i ts state o f rest o r of uniform
motion in a straigh t l i ne except as i t i s com pel led by force to
change that s ta te

,
as a law of nature, while n ature i tself

k nows n o t any rest in itself ei ther absolutely o r relatively.

The l aws which o ur scientists have discovered may hold

g o o d only in as far as practical mechanism is concerned as a
separate and distinct means by which man can make use o fthe

particularized obj ects and forces he knows . But they are not
laws whose act ivi ty contro ls nature in general o r even the
universal mechanism as an in t egral part o f the wisdom o f

universal existence. R elative motion o r rest are presented t o
the senses, by the physical mechanism o f t h e human body, to
the observation on the physical m echan ism o fthe par t i cularized
Obj ect s as they a r e presented to the senses . But nature i tself
does not know o f any rest ei ther absolutely o r r e latively and
m o t of any relat ive motion, only o fa bs o lut e m o t i o n under the action
-o fthe o n e general force o fCentrali ty.

FOUR TH L AW .

Three kinds o fmotion are in matter'atom i c motion , mole
c ula r motion and mechanic, o r mass motion . The atomic mo
t ion is the first act ion of nature in matter . The Absolute Essence
in i ts manifestation

,
by the general force o fcentrality

,
form s the

a toms perfectly equal in quanti ty
,
i n qual i ty and in their di s ta nce

fr o m each other in the universal space a t thei r firs t format ion .
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But as the central i ty a cts in the centres o f the a t oms to keep
them in their state and posi tion in th e un iversal space, the atoms
receive their own double motion

,
through w hich t hey must meet

o n e another, and coming in contact form o n e body with o n e

common centre. In this way a g reat number o f atoms become

o n e body with a s m a ny times grea ter force of centra l i ty as there

had been atoms to combine
,
and accordingly as many times

greater force of motion . These bodies I cal l “molecules . ”

Thus
,
the world of atoms was converted in to molecules

, po s

sess ing the double motion according to their mass being a ls o

equal in their quanti ties and in their qual i t i es . But when the
first atoms were converted into mo lecules there were produced

empty Spaces in the universal Space, which is the Abso lut e

Essence before i ts m ani festation
,
and w hich gave birth again

to atoms equally di s tan ced from one another; these a t o ms by
the influence o f the veloci ty o f motion in the surrounding

molecules, moved wi th grea ter rapidity than the fir st atoms, s o
that by coming in contact with one ano t her by a gre a er rapid
motion create new molecules which are more compact to each
other and form a n e w kind o fmolecules with different quanti ties

and qualit i e s . In this way empty spaces appear again in th e
Universal Essence, which give rise to n e w atoms with s t il l

g reater rapid motion by the influen ce o f pre vious mo le cules,
and coming i n contact wi t h o n e another create a t hird kind o f

molecules wi th more differen t quan t i ti es and qual i ties
,
and s o t o

the endless. The first action in nature by grouping the atoms
together to form molecules in the above w a y , I cal l

“ atomic

motion .

”

The chemists while t hey do not know why man does
n o t possess t h e abil ity to contrive elementary com pos i tion

,
that

t h e atom s are exceedingly small beings
,
and al l the crafts of

man cannot a vail to combine them into mo lecules
,
they regard

them as elementary particles, that t h e o n e abs o lute and infini te
nature has created a “ certain number” o f elements

,
which is a

con tradiction in i tself. The trut h i s , nature i tself knows n o t of
all t h e elements which o ur scien tists have invented fo r us

,
fo r i t

18 o n e eternity, contained in one Abso lute Essence in which
th e re is absolutely no change o r vari ation .

The vari a tion Oli
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obj ec t s and t h e transformatio n o fmotion are due only to the

atomic motion .

The foregoing descrip tion o fthe molecules (which are called
by our scien t ists by thei r being different by the
influence o ftheir prev i ous m o lce ule s , wil l be suffi cien t to show
that all the molecules ( o r elements,) are more or less closely
related to each other in thei r compounds and plo pe r t i e s . This
la w o fthat kind of atomic motion oug ht to be the fundamental
law in chemis try

,
as an era in chemical science, and we may

anticipa te that i t s application and ex tension wil l be wrought with
the most importan t consequences . A student of chemistry
instead of h i s firs t lesson that “ the list of elemen ts is not from an
absolute bel i ef, (I do n o t unders tand the expression o f

‘absolute
belief

’

a s I do not understand the real ity o f ‘absolute
nihili ty

'

) in thei r real oneness o fnature, but from the abse n ce
o fany evidence that they contain more then one description o f

matter
,

”

(Fo wne
’s Manual of Chem istry

,) that the basis o fchem
i s t r y is n o t the pure knowledge but an absolute o r an unabsolute
“bel ief,

” and the studen t mus t be a “believer”. Why
,
let him

rather k n o w t/ze pur e k n o w le d g e , t h e e t e r n a l {m l/z of n a tur e
,
that nature

i tself i s o n e eterni ty
, Contained in o n e Absolute Es sence in which

there a r e no different atom s and not a “certain number” o f

elements, but al l the atoms in the endless universe are perfectly
equal in their quantities and in th e i r qual i ties .

’

The variation o f
molecules and o fobj ects

,
however

, i s the atomic motion by t h e
influence o fthe previous molecules which are tran s formed into
the other and one influenced by the other. The “atomic weight”

and the “specific gravity” are accordingly based upon false

premises, because n ature i tself does not know either of atomic
weight o r of specific gravity but o fm o le cula r a

’

e n r z
’

zjz and of thei r

The “ Periodic L a w which was pointed out by o ur

scien tists is a pure evidence to the above law, not as they have
asserted that “a very remarka b le rela t ion has been shown to
exis t between the quan tivalence o f the elements and their
numerical order o ftheir atomic weights,

” but tha t “ there is -

a

rema rkable relat ion be tween the intensive properties of the



elements and their dens i ty
,

a s i t i s to understand from th e

tables of professors L . Meyer and Me n d e le je w , that the
molecules, or element li thium came into existence after hydrog en
and influenced by i t

,
therefore l i thium is on i y a l i ttle more co m

pact than hydrogen
,
and s o o n . The whole s t ream of chemistry

is not due to the many laws o f o ur scientists but to the law of
atomic motion a n d the influence of the molecules upon each

other. The molecular motion is the process of chemis try, ei ther

by the nat ure i tself o r by the mechan ism of man , to combin e
the differen t molecules in o n e body wi th different qual i ties in one
common center. The mechan ic motion

,
or mass motion, is the

work o f physical mechan ism to combine differen t forces of

different bodies while t h e bodies themselves are separated by

their separated centers .

FIFTH L AW .

There is not a perfect compression in the combinations of

objects in the universe in i t s actual i ty. There are not t w o at oms

o r two molecules in nature which are so perfectly compressed
one with another that there is no empty space between them .

All com pound obj ects in t h e endle s s un i v erse are composed of

molecules and the molecu les o fatoms by emp ty spaces between
the molecules and the atoms

,
called “ porosi ties”

,
in every

obj ect, and by empty space betwee n o n e obj ect to the other,
called “Universal Space . Al l the empty space

,
the porosi ti es

as wel l as the universal space
,
are no thing else but the Universal

Essence in i t s potential state
,
before the m a n ifestation from its

general existence into individual ization arrives. The Universal

Essence i tsel f is an emanation an eternal thought as a
represen tat ion or as a photograph1e image

,
s o to speak, from

the Absolute Intel lectuality, wrought by one ray of in tellectual
l ight of Absolute Mind

,
a thought o fAbsolute Wisdom .

The Absolute In t e lle ctua h t y IS an in tel l ec tua l Being by i tsel f.
An in tellec tual 1ma ge o fal l compound obj ects o fthe un iverse as
a whole, a s i t is conceived i n one mental image in an absolute
mind a s a One Absolut e G enera l ity

,
is an absolute Existence by

Its e lf which i s the Being of
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must be
,
consequently

,
unl imited

,
boundl e ss and eternal, and

nothing is behind it
,
that there is no place and no time where

and when the intel l ect of the universe does not exis t, s o that the

intellectual image o fthe universe is properly qual ified to the
universe. He has no brain and n o t any thing can have any
place in Him b e sides his In tell ec t . He has not any other

attribute nor any mode of m a tter and force, but an One pure

Intellectual i ty
,
standing by i ts e l f.

L e t me explain more clearly. A gen e ral image of t h e entire

universe in t h e brain of man i s formed after his brain and body

are in actual i t y. Th e un iverse in actual i ty exists previously to

his general image o f the entire universe
,
and in the physical

un iverse as well as in the general image o f i t in the bra in are
enclosed his body and brain the In tellectual i ty in the great

Mechanic, however, i s thinkab le previously to the universe, tha t
t h e mental universe is previous to the physical un iverse, the

mental un iverse, consequently, cannot be thinkab le to exist or
to be enclosed in any physical t hing of t h e physical universe.

And as there is not any physical th ing behind the un iverse
,
t h e

Intellectual i ty, therefore, has no other att ribute but the Intellect
ua li t y standing by itself. The extension o r the matter and force

cannot be an attribute i n In tel lectual i ty as an one Unity
,
as Spinoza

has dreamed, but an eternal creation of Inte l lectual i ty. Again ,
when man thinks with his mat erial brai n o f o n e machine, he
cannot wi th the same thought d w el l upon another machine

,
even

when he thinks o fa triangle
,
he canno t with the same thought

dwell upon a square, the intel l ectual image of a phys i cal machine
i n the brain cannot be therefore s o p e rfectly genera lized and al l

the particles o fthat machine cannot be perfectly known o n e i n t h e
other, but absolute mind, which is not m a terial, embraces al l a b

stract images without end in one perfectly Absolute G eneral i ty, in

the one intel lec t ual being, and each separat e d mental image is
perfectly known o n e in the other in i ts mu t ual intertwined rela
tion in the o n e Intellectual it y.



machine
,
and the existence of that machine , when i t is already

made
,
is dependen t upon i tself

,
n o t upon t h e archi tect

,
for the

abstract image (the idea) which we form in o ur mind, is eterna l
o fabso lute existence and un limi ted in time and in space. This

image, there fore, cannot be tran sformed into a concrete man
lfe s t a t i o n , which is limited in time and in space and is c o n s e

quently non - absolute. Forming i n o ur mind the image o f a

triangle
,
that image can never be destroyed

,
even i f all the tri

angles in manife station be put o ut of existence a ltogether . Any

pure human intel l ig ence, s o long as it is true, as i t contains not
any contradiction in i t

,
is an eternal truth in al l times

,
places

a n d with al l m e n . I t is never changing and is never pa r t i c
ula r i zr n g i t self in di fferent forms o r shapes . Intellectua l con

ce pt i o n s o f anyt hing in nature, i f truths are a s the laws of the

triangle o r a squa re or o fa n y figure self- standing by them

sell. They do not spring one from t h e other, o n e is not the

cause of the other; o n e fo r m
'

o ftru th cannot be converted into
another form of truth . If we draw infere nces from previous

truths and base o ur conclusions thereon a s we generally do in
L ogics, i n G eometry and in Mathematics, the previous truths
remain as such unchanged; they w ere not converte d in to new
truths . The pure human intelligence

,
therefore, as a real being

is not m erely modified by a mode o f the attribu te Cogi t ation i n

G o d , as Spinoza o pi n s , not caused by G o d because i t is actuated
by a differen t intelligence o f actual existence , which was pre

v i o us to i t, nor is a developement o f the evo lution in t ime, in
matter and force

,
as Spencer says

,
but i t i s Divinity i tself, the

Being o fIn tel lectual i ty o f an Absolute Existence, in which no
other attribute o r modification o fany kind o f activi t y is think
able . Thus

,
any g eneral image i n the brain o f man , as i t i s

absolute
,
canno t be transformed into a physica l o r materi al

thing
,
w hich is changeab le, nor have any relation wi th i t

in actual i ty . But the universe as a who le, is in i tsel f etern al
and endless. I t had no beginning

,
for i t i s not made of n ihi li ty,

i i t has no end, fo r i t wil l not turn into naught—i t i s in absolute
existence for al l eternity. Yet i t is in a general activity, in an
et ernal t ransfo rm ation . Th e un iverse t o o ur perception is an



aggregate o f ind ividual com pound o bj ects, i t is composed of

vario us obj ects, different o n e from the o t her 1n qual i ty, quan ti ty

and form
,
changing one from the other and o n e after the o ther.

Thus
,
t o the sensual p e rception of man, t h e un iverse is noth ing

else but an aggreg a te o fvarious and v a r y m g obj ects by a n o n

absolute existence.
The universe

,
th e refore, cannot b e a self-standing being by

i tself,for, were i t a sel f-standing being by i tself, no cha nge
and no manifestat ion can exis t in the un ivers e, bec ause. that

cause
,
which is inherent in i t implying i t to be one m o men t in a

certain stat e a n d form,
must compel i t to remain in such a state

and form in al l eternity. The un i verse cannot be also a non

absolute being
,
not sel f- standing, for, w ere i t a n o n -abso lute

be i ng
,
that th e re was once a time and space in which the

universe did not exist and there wil l be again such a time a n d

space in which i t wi l l be turned into naught
,
then; th e un iverse

was never in exis tence and there was nev er any creator to create

i t, because a creator o f such an universe cannot be a crea ted
thing

,
but i ts existence must be inheren t in himself a n d stand ing

b y i tself in a perfect absoluteness . N o w i f h e was one mome n t

wi thout the creation of the un iverse
, i n that moment, couse

que n tly, he was not a creator, the creation in that momen t w a s
not an abs oluteness 1n him

,
thus

,
there wou ld never have been

a creator to t h e universe. The un i v erse
,
therefore

,
must be an

absolute being wi thout any beginning an (1 w i thout e n d
,
but i ts

existence is not dependent upon i tself
,
but upon another absolute

being, whose existence is depende n t upon him s elf
,
i n a perfect

absoluteness, in wh ich no change and n o activi ty can be think
able. The un iverse as a who le

,
which cannot be otherwise i n

exis tence than in an Absolute In tellect ual i ty
,
must be a s a un it

in him , i t cannot be made by any o ther instruments o r materia l
b e sides i t, but a s an e m a n a t i o n

’

o f t h e al l- embracing Absolute

Mind , which is the Creator, t h e Emanator a n d Sus t a i n o r of i t .
So that if the In tel lectual i ty should cease exis t ing for one

‘

second, the un iverse sh ould n o t b e i n existence.
The intellectual i ty i s an intellectual image o f the un iverse

as a who le, a n i n tel lec tual being by i tself, from wh i ch the uni
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verse i s an eternal emanation, a radiation as
’

a ph o togra phic
image

,
an eternal thought reflected o f t h e intellect ual li g h t ,

'

i n
'

which al l men tal images w h i ch are known o n e in the other in
t h e absolute general i ty, are radiate d as a whole in to a potential
s tate in an un iversal e ssence . By the radi ation o f all mental
image s from their ideal istic state in to the potential state, a p
pear the general activi ty o fthe universe and i t s tran sform at ion .

The Universal Essence by r e ce 1v m g the intell ectual im a ge in

which each separated mental image is known o n e in the other

in thei r mutual intertwined re lation i t receives an excitement,
a stimulation a s a gen e ral acti v i ty in i t to transform i tfe lf from
its pot e ntial state in to an actual state. By the transforma
t ion o f the Esse nce appear the atoms in t heir actual e x i s

tence as the exceedingly smal l sparks we s e e coming and going
in a ray of sunl ight. By grouping the atoms in differen t

aggregations
,
by different kind o fmotion

,
through the genera l

t ransformation
,
the force o f cen tral i ty

,
al l objects that ever can

be in exis tence b y the law of intel lectuali ty, are coming and
going one from the other and o n e after t h e other as they are

known o n e i n the other in intellectua li ty. Thus
,
every com

pound obj ect in the universe is a group of a certain number o f
atoms

,
col lected in the empty Spaces o ft h e Universal Essence

by porosi ties in i t
,
l ike t h e types s e t upon a b lock fo r the prin t,

and the s e empty spaces as wel l as the porosi t ies are the Absolute
Essence which transforms itself in to atoms

,
by the force o fce n

t r a li t y , in al l etern ity.

The students of the posi t ive schoo l, especial ly the chemists
o f to-day, being dependent upon thei r induct ive resul ts a lone,
do not recognize any existen c e o f an in tel lectual being by i t

s el f beyond force
‘

and m atter
,
that he be the creat or, the

ruler and the co n t r o le r of the un iver se beyond it. Having s uc

ce e d e d with their mechanism by exp erimen ts and by m a th e m a t

ica l calcula tions
,
they have denoun ced the deductive method to

b e dependen t upon any logical calculation , and r eplacing the
inductive method alone they have introduced t h e teachings o f

materialism among mankind . The material ism i s a poisonous
plant

,
a venomous Se rpent for mankind . It s

.

resul ts are tha t a



man is a me chan ical thing by the physical m e ch a n i s m
'

o f h is
body

,
an a uth o m a t i c, that his l i fe a s we l l as his soul and mind

are o nly an involuntary motion in his body. Thus, a professor

o f ch emistry 15 an au tomatic to his laboratory as a Shoemaker

i s an auto ma tic to h i s Shoe - latchet . A president o f a republ i c

is an autom atic to his pr e s i d e n t a l chair as a capital ist t o his
bank

,
and finally a preacher o f Divin i ty, o fmoral i ty and o f

ethics
,
is an automatic to his pulpi t as an anarchist i s an a ut o m

atic to his dynamite bomb . N o w
,
a s every man is an automati c

for himself
,
how ca n harmony and happiness be found am o ng

mankind' Yet th e materialism is recognized in our tim es as

the glory o fmankind a n d as the civilization of o ur cen tury. a The

result of this is that such glory and such civil ization have

brought mankind to their cr i tical condi tion . Every m a n b e

comes an automat i c
,
ful l o f selfishness

,
and thereby becomes

more and more sav age, s o that each o f th e m wi ll becom e as
wild as tigers and as poisonous as serpents .
Were I convinced that t h e teachings o fmateri al ism w ere tr ue,

were the consciousness in a man nothing else but the exci te
m ents o f the moti o n o f his body

,
by com ing in the brain

t hrough the “
ce n s o r y

”
n e rves and by tran smi tting throug h

the brai n to the “motar ” n erves
,
as Prof. Huxley has stated

,

and a s all the scholars o f the positive schoo l have accept ed
,

that the consciousness is the same with the feel ing and the

emotion in man, that al l these are n o thing e lse but thos e excite

men ts, and were I convinced, at least , that al l the laws o f nat
ure which are accepted by o ur scien ti sts

,
are correct, then I

would have nothing to do only to commiserate mankind
,
and

to deplore their condi t ion and thei r p o si tion in the world
,
that

after a ll their know ledge and science
,
after th e i r comm ercial

in t ercourse and indus t ry and after thei r glory and c ivili zation ,
they remain by their an imal condi t ion alone. But such is n o t
the case ; the consciousness o f m a n is no t t h e excitements by
his physical mechan ism . A man 15 an automatic by h i s phy sica l
mechanism only by his feel in g and emotion , w hich are realy

an involuntary mo t ion i n the body
,
and on ly by his inductive

method, but not by his pure reason
,
n o t by the jud g m e n t s of



_ 23 _

the mind in h is brain
, w hich is the co n s ci o us n e s s i n m a n

,
and

n o t by the e fe r n a l 'r ui n of his pur e a
'
e a

’
uclz

'

o e m e llzo a
’

,
b e cause the

j udgm e nts upon the knowledg e o f the obj ects in his . mind
are not by the excitements

,
but by the pure abstraction of t h e

objects
,
which are previous and beyond them . The abstrac t ion

o fo bje ct s i s the relation of the obj ects to each other. AS every
object in actual i ty

,
by its physica l mechanism, i s related to

another obj ect
,
by the physical mechanism o f that obj ect

,
and

that obj ect is also related to another o n e , and s o on, that all the
obj ects in the endless universe are related to each other i n
o n e abs t raction o fthe mind . That the physical mech anism in
a body, in i ts time and place is nothing else but always the
physical mecha n ism in a body from an obj ect

,
which was

previous in existence and which has changed i ts form to be
such an object with anoth e r form,

that t h e relation o r the a h
s t r a ct i o n of the obj ects i n the mind is not be cause these obj ects
are in existence, but because t h e y . h a v e the po r r z

’

bzlzbf i n a b s t r a c

tion to be in existence
,
that the abs traction o fall th ings contains

in i ts possibi li ty
,
in i t s po tential i ty

,
t h e relation o f all things

which can be i n _existence in actual i ty, o efo r e Ibey w e r e i n e x zirfe n e e ,

therefore the j udgment upon the knowledge in the mind, or

the relation of them
,
which is previous to the obj ects and beyond

them
,
cannot be in the bra in by those excitem ents, which came

to the bra in only by the reflection upon t h e senses from t h e

Eph y s i ca l mechan ism in the pr e s e n le a
’ obj ects in their pr e s e n t

m o m e n ls ; but the con s ciousn ess in man is a refle ction upon the
brain from outside o f his physica l mechanism

,
by the o n e

genera l relation in the universe which holds and correlates the
w hole universe together ‘by the laws of n a ture which are the
l a ws o f in tellectual ity

,
the Divin ity i tself .

The o n e general force of transformation
,
the cen tral i ty,

i n b ringing forth al l mental images into actual ity, brings
wi th i t the general intellectuality to each particularization
individual ly. But since the general force brings forth a ll the
mental images in actual i t y only through the potential i ty o f

the universe
,
the intellec tuali ty in thes e obj ects, therefore,

by their concre te Lfo r m s is only. poten t ially; and a s t h e one
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general force in bringing forth those mental images in thei r
particularization i t brings them forth on ly in the general a h

stract laws of in t ellectual i ty, each of th e m , therefore, i n i ts

par t i cu lar place in t h e thread of cre ation and in its time o f

development becomes also the abstraction i tself gradually, that

a man by his physical m e chan ism,
as i t i s a concrete form,

i t i s

in i t t h e intel lectua l i ty only potential ly, but a man as le e 2
'

s i n

the highest deg ree o f deve l opm e n t in the
'

genera l abstraction ,
then by h i s abst raction

,
i n In } consciousn e ss, i s t h e i n t e lle ctua li t y

o r Divini ty i tself. The inductive method
,
therefore, b e ing an

observation o n the physical mechanism o f the particularized

obj ects alone
,
re flects upon the brai n o fman to be in i ts pa r t i c

ula r i ze d state, i n i ts concrete form,
t o possess the know ledge o f

things on ly o f the
.poten ti al i ty a lone.

L e t us consider careful ly a one adopted hypothesis i n the

natur al science o f t o - day
,
which is genera lly admitted by ‘

o ur

scientists. S ince the physical forces or agents are disclosed to

them on ly by their effect s
,
by in d uctive resul ts, and their

intimate nature i s therefore comp letely unknown to them
,
they

have admitted therefore an imponderable matter in the universe,
that “ there i s a s ub t i le

,
i m po n d e r a b1e , and eminen t ly elastic

fluid
,
cal led t h e e lbe r

, distributed through the enti re un iverse, i t

pervades the mass o f al l bodies, t h e denest and mos t opaque,
as wel l as t h e ligh t est o r , the most transparent. ” By this hypo

thetical “ ether ” they bel ieve to explain many phenomena in

physics, in astronomy and chemistry w hi le such an hypothetical

ether contains a contradiction i n i tse lf. Such an hypothetical
ether must be divis ible

,
fo r , were i t indiv i sible, that the ether

w e re an o n e abso lutely homogenous mass that filled the whole

universe w i th o n t end, that i t i s not compos e d o f parts and not
divisible in parts, then , no compound obj ect, not even a single

atom cou ld exist in the universe. Fish e s swimming in the water

divide the element and remove i t from the place they occupy
at every point in the l in e o f their motion . The Space occupied

by the fish canno t be occupied by the wa t er at the sam e time .

N o w , i f ether were an indivisible substance, which must have

at t h e sam e t ime the impenetrabil i ty as a substance
,
no materi a l
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pos sesses not the property o f t h e ge n eral bodies o fmatter, the
znzpe n e lr a oz

'

lz
'

ly , but it has a special property o fpe n e t r a oz
'

lz
'

gjz, that i t
h a s no power of resis tance

,
that the subtile flui d i S a subs tance

and-no - substance
,
and in real i ty i t i s a homogenous mass w 1th

o ut any empty Space between i ts parts, that i s fill ing and fitting

the whole universa l Space wi thout end
,
then we must assum e

also that i t h a s not the property o f elastici ty, because, the

elastici ty may be developed in bodies by pressure
,
by traction

or pulling
,

fle x i o n o r bending
,
and by torsion o r twist ing to

resume thei r origin a l form o r volume
,
while such a homogen

o us mass which fil led the endless and measureless universe

without any empty Space in i t and wi thout any porosity
,
cannot

be res umed from i ts original form or volume. Such a homogen
o us mass

,
therefore

,
cannot possess any motion in i t

,
and can

not be a conductor for heat, l ight a n d sound and n o physical

phenomenon can be exp lained through i t . A homogenous

mass, which Should possesses the elastici ty is a contradiction
in i tself, and an everlas t ing Shame to o ur scien tists in all gener
a t i o n s . Such an absurd i ty can be only the resul t o f the i n
d uct i v e method a lone.

Thus our scientis ts, replying with perti naci ty on the ex

pe r i m e n t they m a k e wi th the particularized obj ects they have in

hand
,
are driven to explain their theories

,
which their e xpe r i

mental science fa i ls to make clear
,
i n al l sorts of tortuous ways,

but n o t in the way of truth . Perceiving t h e t o r ce s of the univere
as seperate and distinct forces that are active in matter

,
and not

knowing what the forces o fheat, sou n d and l ight are, they have

put up the assump t ion that there is a fluid
,
a substance in the

universe which is no substance
,
a n d this substance -and-no- sub

tance i s the originator of these forces .
In t ru th, however, o ur scientis t s ha v e false conceptions of

nature in general and the working forces of nature in particular.
Their inductive and a po s t e r z

'

o r z
'

me thods o f reasoning lead them
astray . Experimenting with i n d i v i d a ulize d obj ects t hey form
conceptions about t h e uni v ersal forces that are active in nature,
and these conceptions they s e t up a s principles of t h e posi tive
trut h . Should we assume that univ e rsal existenc e i s - n o thing
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but the aggregate of al l particularized obj ects , tha t the unit o f
existence is the particu larized existence o fi ts Singl e parts (which
w e perceive as compound obj ects

,) and that i t contains n othing
more than we can perceive in those parts

,
we would t hen have

to fo l low the me thods of our sci e ntists, t o find o ut the nature of
those part i cularized objects and t o j udge by i t about universal
existence; i . e . ,

we would have to study nature by the inductive
m ethods and to form our views on i t by a po s fe r z

'

o r z
'

reasoning.

But such is n o t t h e case. The general exis t ence of the universe
i s not caused by the existence o f the individualized obj ects i t

con tains; the particularized beings or the s ingle parts in i t have
not cons t ructed the un iverse , and that the uni t of e x i s t e n ce i s not
an aggregate o f i ts single parts . But universal existence a s a
whole gives existence t o the par t i cularized obj ects which are con
t a i n e d in it

,
a n d i t s quiddity stands altogether by itsel f. Also the

particularized S ingle obj ec t s in i t
,
are al l one and neither of them

con tains anything that is not in the universal quiddity. We
Should know that the exis tence o f eve ry compound obj ect in
m a n ife s t i o n doe s not l i e in t h e obj ect itself, but i t l ies in the
universal existence which i s an absolute un i t co n t a n i n g in i t s lf

all that is manifested
,
but perfectly independent of anything in

m a n ife s t i o n .

Every manifestation we perceive i s the effect o fa manifest
ation which pre ceded i t and, in i ts turn, the cause of a man i
fe s t a t i o n tha t will fol low i t in the un iversal exis tence. All the
compound obj ects in the universe which were, which are and
which ever Shall be

,
reveal but one manifestation, the quiddity

o funiversal existence which is everlasting. All the particular
i ze d b e ings, the temporal causes in manifestation in the endless
and multifa rious

,
various and vary ing aspects a s they appear in

the un iverse— are incessan tly changing one into the other,
coming and g oing, forming and dissolving throug h the one
universal cause

,
i n t h e o n e universal bond which is t h e absolute

uni ty o f un iversa l existence, and by o n e g eneral law which
changes n o t in al l etern ity. How

,
then, ca n man presume t o

pronounce j udg ment about the laws of nature in general by the

knowledge he gains through his experience and experiments
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with t h e Single individual manife s t ations of com pound objects ,
before he knows wh a t the un iverse and what nature in general
i s ' The parti cu larized obj ects are but flee t ing Shadows in the

nature o f genera l existen ce. One manifestation, on e rational

principl e o r even o n e question which cannot b e answered to

a gree with t h e laws which o ur scien tists h ave devised
,
destroys

the very foundation o f the system they have buil t up by their

e xperimental know ledge; for the uni ty of the un iverse in nature
i s perfectly absolute in a ll possib le manifestations . Every
n atural la w

,
therefore

,
must be posit ively abso lute i n and fo r al l

m anifestations al ike; there must be nothing to contradict such a
la w either in man ifestation o r in int ellectual conception .

L e t me attack the second basis o f our scientist s who are

d epen d ent upon t h e conclusions of the know ledge o fMa th e m a

t ics . They s h o uld ‘ k n o w that the know ledge o fmathematics 13

o n ly a measurement to obj ects which a r e al ready in exis t ence

known t o us in their rea l i ty, as a help to us to erect signs and
landmarks o n the road o fwisdom . Ifwe know a n d unders tand

the n ature o fthings with o ur senses in thei r actual existence
wi th o ur logi cal i ntel lect thei r caus e s and effe cts in their gen

existence, we may by the science o f m athemati cs create
ourselves landmarks on the road o f wis dom . But

knowing the true causes and effects o f t hings in nat

landmarks we build by t h e science o fmathematics

e rror. Descartes was nearly t h e beginner o f the ass
the ideal of cogni tion i s the mathematical

,
and being

upon i t was leaded in the greatest error. By an a r g um e

wherew i th I intend to prove against Descartes
,
wi ll also

sufficiently proved agains t al l our sci en tist s .

Descartes says

Proposition 5. There are no atoms .

Demonstration . Atoms
,
according to their nature

,
a

indivisible p a rticl es o fmatt er (according to definition B
since matter subsists i n extention (according to definition 2

this volume) which according to i ts nature is divisible, no m
how smal l i t s particles

particle of matter
,
be i t
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nature be divisible; i . e. there a r e no atoms, or naturally indivis
ible particles of matter.

This proposition and demonstration a r e utterly false . The
dem onstra tion that matter subs is ts of extension which is divisib le
is based o n Axiom 7 which asserts that the quiddity o fmatter

”

i s extension
,
and on Axiom 9. The l a t ter

,
how ever

,
is utte r ly

fa lse, and consequently all t h e de duct ions from i t are baseless
and untenable.

Here is his o t h Axiom

Every extension can be divided in parts
,
eve n i f i t be only

by the mental process . N o one, i f he kno w s only the pr i m e r y

principles o fma thematics
,
can doub t this

,
for the space between

the tange n ts and any g iven circle can always be divided i n
r co un t le s s o ther and larger circles . The same is the case wi th
t the a s y m pt o t s and the hyperbola .

N o w t his Axiom which is based upon a mathematical cal
culation i s ut terly false . Fo r even if we say that Space can be

pd i v i d e d mental ly or mathematically , i t must be indivi s ible in
actuality;because if Space were not indivisible in actua l i ty, there
would not be a mathematical point in existence. The result o f

Such a mathematical Axiom contains a contradiction in itself.
L e t me explain my argumen t cl e arly' The mathema t ical poin t
is m e ntal ly indivisible

,
and forms t h e fundation o fthe science

of G eomet ry. N o w , i f exte nsion 15 s o e ndlessly divisible in
t hat there is n o t a physical point in actual exis t ence

ch i s indivisible by the mind, ( that the mind Should r e co g n

i t as indivis ible) , then , there is no mathematical poin t in
mind

,
and then

,
there is no basis for t h e science of G e o

r y . Fo r even if t h e mind should recognize that there are
indivisible parts of matter

,
in actual existence in the uni

the mind must at the same time recognize that there are
ally a toms in t h e mind. I f the mind Should conceive

s i ca l point that i t is indivisible in actuali ty, this poin t
ill be mentally divided

,
for every phys ical poin t , o f

r nature i t be
,
is alw ays men t ally divis ible in two parts ,
be divided in parts, and s o for th wi th
which is indivisible in actuali ty is S t il l
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d ivis ib le by the mental process, h o w 15 i t possib le that a poin t
which is divisible in a c tua li t v should be menta l ly indivisible'
I f there is n o phys ica l poin t tha t is indivi sib le

,
how can t here

be a mat hematical poin t which is mental ly indivis ible ' The

truth , h owever, is, tha t mind in i tself i s withou t al l l imitation .

I f we mental ly imagine a mathemat ical l ine, t hat l ine is endless ,
a l though in actual i ty there i s no such a l in e in existence

, fo r al l

actual figures are l imited . So also can we thin k of a m a th e m a

tical l ine which can be e n d le s s lv divided, al though there is no

s uch divisible small particles 1n actual existence. The quiddity
of mind i tself is l imi t less but t h e un lim i t e d m i n a

’ forms j udgments

about tlze lim i t s of things o f actual existence that they a r e lim i t e d .

The mind j udges about a triangle which ex i st i n practice tha t i t
i s l imi ted by three sides, a l thoug h the abstract mathema t i cal

triangle i s not a th ing that i s l imited by three Sides
,
but merely

t h e laws
,
the l imitation conceived about the phys ica l tri a ngle.

The mind thinks
,
i n the same wise

,
a b o ut t h e radii o fa circle

,
the

straight l ines l imi ted b e tw een the centre and t h e periphery
,

although the mental l ine has no l imit and no end . The cogit

at ion o fthe mind, the act of thinking itsel f is not l imi t ed in time

o r i n Space ; i t has no points, no lin es, no areas, no extension,
no definite time and no measurable space. T/ze a ct of t/zi n k i n g ,

o r

e og i t a t i o n i t s e lf co n s i s t s o n ly of t i n'la w s ofMe im a g e s of tn i n g s i li a t e x i s f
i n m a n ife s ta t i o n o r a ctua li ty . The laws of the tri angle

, t h e square,
the circle and of al l the images o fl imited things o f actual exis t
ence are absolutely un l imited laws in the mind, i n absolute
intel lectual ity i tself which is the o n e general imag e of al l the

t hings that exis t as a whole. The cogitation of the intel lect
forms t h e j udgments about the images of al l l imited beings in

actua l i ty that their l imitations be manifested according t o the
l imitless laws of intel lectual it y . The unl imited laws of the

mind
,
as the mind is un l imited

,
become l imitat ions i n the things

tha t exist in actual i ty
,
because these things are l imi ted . The

un l imi ted mind j udges about the ma th e matica l point that i t

Should be men t ally indivisible, because that point is nothing but
the laws of the poin t which exists i n l imited actual i ty . The law

of that poi n t i s that i t be mentally indivisible in order to form



the starting point of the mathematical l ine
,
that the m a t h e m a t i

c a l poin t Should be th e beginning of the mathematical l ine; for
i f we have no mathematical poin t we cannot ha ve a m a t h e m a t i

cal l ine. The mat hematical l ine
,
ag ain , is the limi t of the

mathematical area ; a n d the area is the pr i m e r y conception o f

t h e ma thematica l body—all these math ematical figures b e ing
mental concepts o fthings which exist in actuality. To be more
expl ici t and concise I s a y ,

extension itself is not abstract but

concre te . The conception o fextension consists of three d i m e n

Sions' l ength , width ,
a n d hig ht which every compound obj ect

of actual existence h a s . Mind i tself is not limited by thre e
dimen s ions . But mind j udges about the dimensions w /zic/z lim i t

the compound obj ects of actual e x i s t e n ce fi Descartes himself
admits this (Axiom 7, the quiddity of matter is extension ) .
Extension

, t herefore is l imi ted and not actually divisible in the
mind; for the extens ion in abstract, in the mind, i s a symbol to
a thing which cannot in actual ity be divided . Thus, matter,
which is extension even according to Descartes, i s not endlessly
divisible. Atoms therefore exist, because the matter o f every
compound obj ect can be divided on ly in the a toms of which i t
is composed

,
but the atoms themselves w h i ch

'

a r e t h e beginning

o f matter, the origin o fl imitation , they mus t be themselves
l imited

,
they must be indivis ible and non- compound; for the

particularized exis tence of the univ erse in actuali ty is limited in
time and in Space

,
i t must be an origin of limita t ion , tha t there

are atoms in actual existence in their indivis ible s tate. The
whol e m athematical conclus ion of Descartes is herewith broken
up; t h e cog i tation o fmind which is absolutely limitless thinks
of countless larg e ci rcles within the area bet w een the ta ng ent
and the periphery of a circle, althoug h the mind itself, at the
sam e time

,
teaches us as a n ece s s i ty , that the actual area, a s

l imi ted matter
,
canno t be in actual i ty divided without end . By

the same argument fal ls to the ground also the most importan t
proposition of Spinoza.

According to Spinoza
,
the extension is an attribute o f

divini ty or G o d himself i s in extens ion ; that divini t y which is

absolute wisd om is also absolute ma t ter, consti tuting both the
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subs t ance of though t and that of extension . The principal force
o fal l his arguments is thus co n s t ruct ed' Conceiving matter as

an “ infini t e quanti ty” he recogn izes i t as a concrete substance
,

standing by i tself in an absolute existence. merely t h e same as
the intel lectuali ty IS ; and conceiving al l di fferen t thoug hts and

all the individual imaginations in man as modifica tions o fthe

attribu t e cogitation merely the same as al l the compound

obj ects are modifications of matter, he recognizes a ge neral
activity i n the in tel lectual i ty merely the same as in matter. But

as two abso lute substances in the universe is impossib le and

that one substance could not create ano ther substance
,
he came

to the conc lusion, that there i s on ly one substance in existence
and that we conceive o f i t by two a t tributes

,
the attribute of

cogitation and the attribute o fextension; but i n real i ty they are

o n e and the same thing .

In the above demonstration
,
however

,
I have prove d

,
t ha

extension i tsel f i s not abstract; i t is not a general image o fan

infini te concrete quanti t y a s a concrete substan ce, but i t is co n

crete; i t i s t h e outward form of the individuali zed obj ects in

their concrete s ta te l imited by three dimensions . Extension is
nei ther a concrete substance nor an infini t e quantity. There is

no concrete substance nor an infin i te quanti ty in the universe .

The concrete matter before us is t h e m a tter o fthe individual ized

obj ects which are different in quanti ty
,
in

“

qual i ty
,
and in form

o n e from t h e other
,
and separated by empty spaces between

each other. The concrete matter
,
therefore, cannot be an o n e

concrete s ubs t a ce . Spinoza arg ues as there is no vacuum in

the universe
,
but all t h e parts, which are al l the compound

obj ects o fthe universe, are j oi ned together a n d ,
s o closely linked

to ea ch ot her that there is no void p lace betw een them—w e are

forced t o conclude that they are in real i ty n o t limited and not

separated one from the other; that the substan ce of matter as a
subs ta nce i s indivisible; that this is the infinite quanti ty o ft h e

s ub s t a n ce o fmat ter which is infin i te in the substance of divini ty.

”

True i t is that there i s no vacuum in the universe. Yet al l thes e

parts
,
these compound obj ects of actual i ty i n the end less uni

verse are not s o closely joined or s e t t ogether as to hav e n o
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recognitions . This is the foundation which Kan t has laid to h i s

teaching . He col lected and gathered up many more such
e r r o n o us thoughts from t h e philosophers that had come after
'eno and establ ished h is theory upon them . Em a nue l Kan t

made t h e fol lowing assertion' “ The Ego that th inks (the think
ing sou l of man ) i s on ly a naked form o fconsciousness by w hich

man recogn izes and conceives the things that are external in
time and in place. T h e wisdom of the human mind i s not an

ex is ten ce by i tsel f. It does not give the human mind the power
to know o ut of i tself things that are beyond the compulsory

experience .

”
Ad d i ci n g many strange reasons to Show how

antinomies of logical conclusions may spring up by reason ing

wi thout compul s ory experience
,
and how errors l ie at the door

of paralogism or conclus ions drawn from false premises, he

gives us the following warning' Man must not conclude that
a thing can be in actual existen ce

,
or in real izat ion because it i s

possib le t o conceive o fi t in the mind .

” This is precisely Aris
t o t e le

’
s error which has impressed i tsel f upon the m inds o f all

the ancient and modern phi losophers and scientists who know
n o t and unders tand not the quiddi ty of the mind i t self o r the
methods o fj udgments.

Aristotle demonstrated ' “The existen ce of actual i ty must

be previous to the exis t ence of potenti ali ty not on ly according
to its o w n conception (for the conception o fpoten tial i ty, of the

possibi l i ty o fexist ing
,
is on ly relative to the existence o f act

ua li t y ) but also according to t ime, for the possibi l i ty of existence
can be thought o fonly after i t has become m a nifested i n act
ua li ty .

”

By this a g um e n t he establ ished his conclusion tha t

there is a worker in the universe
,
who is activi ty i tself and

that he is the author o fal l that exists .” The truth
,
however, i s

t hat the existence o f actual i ty must be later and not pre
cedent to the existence of poten tial ity. If a man invents a
machine

,
which has n o t existed in the world before, he cannot

bring i t in to actua l exis tence before he kows in his mind that i t
can exist and that he can bring i t from his existence of po t e n i a l

i ty into actual existence. There was a time when there wer e
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no huma n beings on the earth in actual ity ; but they were
there in potentiali ty, for the human race was not imported
hither from another pl ane t . Man came on earth in actu
al ity from his existence in poten tial i ty

,
which was contained

in the actual exis tence o f the earth i t s elf ; in the actual ex
i s t e n ce o f the earth w a s con tained the poten tial exis tence

of man , and through a certain cause, he was brought into actual
existence on i t . The potential exis tence

,
which is t h e possibil ity

o fexisting, precedes alway s in tim e the exis tence of actuali ty.

Thus, according to Aris totl e, tha t Divini ty is the activi ty o r t h e

existence o factuali ty
, co m pe lls the assumption that the potent ial

exis t ence o ft h e universe was previous to Divin i ty
,
w h o is i t s

creator P
Aristotle

’

s error was impressed upon the mind of t h e great
philosopher Descart e s

,
who expressed himself ' “The idea,

which a man may conceive o fa winged horse
,
is n o t in itsel f a

falsehood
,
as long as a man d oes n o t think at the same time

that a winged horse can b e found in existence. Thus, this
philosopher thinks

,
that i f a man belie v es that a winged horse

exists . his idea is a falsehood . The tru th, how ever, i s not s o ;

but every conception of the mind
,
which has not a refutation i n

the mind
,
mus t have an actual exis tence

,
when the caus e comes

t o produce i t in actual exis tence according to the laws o f In t e
le ctua li t y , as i t i s conceived in t h e mind . The winged horse
has no refutation in the mind

,
for the wings are no contradiction

to the body
,

of the horse in the mind , because t h e mind asserts
that a horse wi th four legs can be in exis te n ce, which should
have also wings when there is a cause fo r i t . If we have not
such a creature before us in actual i ty

,
i t i s for the reason that

t h e cause for i ts actual existence is not come yet, or perha p s

the re was such a cause many thousand year s before us and a

winged horse did a ctua ly exis t in the world, but ano ther cause
came afterward s and destroyed that species, as many other
species o fanimals were extinguished upon t h e earth perhaps .

moreover
,
there is s til l such a creature in exis tence on the plan e t

Mars o r o n any oth e r planet . L e t us imagine our ear th, as i t
was in i t s p r imi tive s ta te when there was n o t a hum an being
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in that state. Wou ld i t be a falsehood then to a ssert that the

human body o fo ur im agin ation would exis t in actuality
,
when

the cause would come to bring i t in to actua l existence' Wh o
ever has brain s in his head must know that tbe e x i s t e n ce i t s e lf of
tbcbum a n bo dy i s n o t be ca us e tbe bo d y i s i n a ctua li ty ,

but be ca us e i t w a s

co n ce i v e d i n tbe m i n d befo r e i t ca m e i n t o a ctua l e x i s t e n ce .

Upon the above errors o fAristotl e, of Descartes and o f

many others came Emanuel Kan t, w arn ing us that “Ma n must
not conclude

,
that a thing can be in actual i ty o r in realization ,

because it i s possible to conceive i t in the mind .

” His argu
ments are 'The idea o f a bird with three o r five wings i s a

mental possibil i ty, for i t has n o refutation in the mind ;but such

a bird in actual i ty i s an impossib il ity
,
for i t is con trary to the

l aws o fmotion . Thus
,
no conclusions Shou ld be drawn from

m en tal possibil i ties ab o ut the poss ibi l i ty o f actual i ty. This

argument
,
however

,
con t ains i t s fa l sehood in itsel f. T h e i d e a of a

bird wi th three or five wings . w hich is an impos s ibil i ty in act

ua li t y , because the law o fmotion is Opposed to i t
,
i s certainly

impossible according to the mind
,
that the m ind i tself j udg es

that such a b ird is an imposs ibi l i ty, because i t is con trary to the

l aws o fmotion . The m ind is not a lot o fa b s t r a ct i m a g i n a t i o n s

gathered in the brain wi th all n onsenses and mixed up wi th

each other
,
as Kant opines

,
but the quiddi ty o fthe mind consists

of the in tell ectual l aws of al l things, which exis t in actual ity that
they should exist accordin g to the laws o f the mind . So al so

a ccording t o Kan t, there can be two opposi te motions in the

m en tal concept ion . while t he exis ten ce o fsuch two m otions in
actual ity is impossible . But this too is false

,
fo r the mind itself

asserts that the actual exis tence of two oppo s i te m otions is
impossible

,
the m en tal conception o fsuch two m otions is also

an imposs ibil i ty. And so i t goes with all his argumen ts . The

t ruth i t s e lfi s , that the m ind i tself is but the im ag e o f all c o m _
pound obj ects that can be in exis tence according to the laws of
the mind and th rough the laws o fthe mind and not through false
imagin ations

,
which came t o t h e brain .b y the differen t effects

o fthe obj ects i n their di fferen t appearances to the senses.
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Upon the same errors are based the natural science o f to
day. Our scientists n o t knowing the exi s tence of things by

themselv e s and not knowing which exis tence is previous to the
o ther, have adopted many forces in n ature, which are senseless .
Every log ical thinker must unders tand, tha t the motion in a

body i s thepr im i t i v efo r ce i n i t by i t s be i n g a bo d y . A body Wi thou t
any motion in i t has n o t any exercise in i t to be a body.

- If

there were any property o f “ gravitatio n o r o f “ inerti a” i n a

body
,
they must come in i t aft e r the body begins to b e a body.

Motion in a body must be alwayspr e v i o us in i t to al l other pro

pe r t i e s i n i t. The combinations of every body in the endles s

universe, as a consequence, mus t be the cause o fmotion o n ly in
every body. Thus

,
Since every body begins to be a body

only by i ts combination and in that moment o f i ts combination
i t receives only the property of motion

,
not any other property,

those properties o f “

g ravi tation
” and of “ inertia”

, as a couse

que n ce , are not in tens ive properties in the bodies, but i m a g i n a

t i o n s i n tbe br a i n s o fo ur scien tis ts, being effe cted only by their
senses. All mathematical calculations are not able to bri n g or
to create any force in a body without a certain cause to i t .

Mathematics are an abstract knowledge in the mind a n d m i n d

i tself mus t be the ruler and the j udge o f the m
,
a s I have

demonstrated before.

S I'TH L AW .

There are no two individual obj ects in the universe,
which are differen t in thei r propert ies and do not diffe r i n their
poros i ties. The substances having equal porosi ties pass ex

a ctly the same properties, and a variation in the porosity of a
substan ce produces a corresponding variation in i t s properties.

The prope rties, o r the qual i ties o f a compoun d obj ect is the

motion i n i t; t h e motion itself, however, is an actuated force

(passive) by the force o fcentral i ty;t h e act ion of cen tral i ty more
over

, i n a bod y afte r i t s trans formation is in the centre of the
body to keep e ach particle in its individual state, but i s not the

same in t h e empty spaces between th e part icles, which a r e t h e

e ss e nce i tself in i t s potential state before i t s t ransformation, and



_ 3 8

consequ e ntly the empty spaces serve as a resistence to the a c

t i o n
,
o fthe force of centra l i ty and a resistance to the mo t i on .

Therefore a differen t porosi t y brings a different resistance in

motion and a differen t motion is a different qual ity in the body .

The law o fAvogadro
,
which i s general ized as fol lows

,

“The

molecules of al l gases, simple or compound, occupy equal vol

umes
,
o r , equal volumes of all gas e s con t ain equal num b ers of‘

mo lecules”
,
can be accepted, according to the above s i x laws

,

on ly the first part of i t
,
tha t the mo lecules of al l gases occupy

equal volumes, that a mo lecu le of oxyge n occupies the sam e
volume as a molecul e o fhydrogen , the diffe r ence between them
i s only the differen t porosi ti es

,
which is the di ffere n t densi t y

,

but not according to t h e atomic theory of our chemists, t hat the
atoms t hemselves are the elements , and accordingly the volume

o fan atom oxygen must be 16 times larger than that o f hydro

gen . The second part of the law o f Avogadro, that equal v o l

umes o fal l gases contai n equal numbers o fmo le cu les i s u t t erly

false. Two glasses of equal dimensions
,
the one fi lled with

oxygen and the other with hydrogen, by equal pressure and

equal tempera ture , must be the number of the mo lecu les in the
glass o foxygen s o many times larger than t h e hydrogen

,
as the

density o fthe oxy gen is larger than th e density o fhydrogen , o r

as the porosi ty o foxygen is smal ler than that o fhyd rogen . The
experimen t s o f the most bri ll i an t chemists o f the cen tury , as
Ba r z e lius , D i a lo n g ,

etc and of the lates t o n e F. H . Keizer, o n

the atomic weight o foxygen compared w ith hydrogen , as 1 6,

i s not an ev idence t o thei r re su l t, that an atom of oxy gen co m

pared w ith hydrogen i s 1 6
,
but that a mol ecu le o f oxygen

compared with hydrogen i s 8. Those experiments are deter
min e d as fo l lows' Pure dry hydrogen gas was passed over a
red hot Copper oxide

,
comb in ing wi th the oxyg en o f the latter

i t formed G . water. The copp e r oxide lost G . of
i ts weight and this figure represents the weight o foxyg en in the
above weight of wate r ;which con tains thus, 93 27. 1 29 3 . 3 90

G . o fhyd rog en . In the same way an experimen t was made by
Keizer. N o w ,

instead o fthis to calculate thi s experimen t plain

ly , that a s i n G . wa ter was found G . o f O . and



_ 3 9_

G . o fH . i s a clear evidence that t h e weight o fO . is about
8 t imes more than that of H they have adopted another law
that a molecule o f water con tains two atoms o f H . and one
o fO. , that in the said 3 . 3 90 G . o fH . are found t w o times more
a toms than in the G . o fO., which i s absolutely false . If

they have found that t w o glas s es o fhydrogen and o n e of oxygen
fo r ms two glasses o fwater i s n o t an evidence that a molecule
o fwater contains two atoms of hydrog en and one of oxygen ,
but i t is an evidence that the porosity o fhydrogen is larger than
that o foxygen

,
and therefore

,
the o n e vo lume of oxygen con

deuced in to two volumes o fhydrogen and becomes two glasses
o fwat e r, but the number o fmolecules (atoms) i n the two glasses
o fhydrogen is equal to the number o fthe o n e glass o f oxygen .

On the same way go many experiments of o ur scien t ists by
thei r inductive methods.

By the above demon strations, we come to the conclus ion ,
that al l t h e differe nt forces in matter as the force o f electrici ty

,

the force of magnetism
,
of heat, light, and all the forces in the

minerals
,
plan ts

,
animals and men are due to the different porosi

ties in the bodies
,
which is the Universal Essence before i ts trans

formation from its potential s t ate in to i ts actual state. The
iden t i ty betwe en l ight and electro -dynamic waves and the elec
t r o -magnetic light theory o f the lates t scientis t, according to
which the light effects depend o n elect rical vibrations, are n o t

d ue to the n onsense
,
to the hypothet ical, imponderab le fluid,

which is called “ ether but to the stimu lation, or excitements

o fthe porosities, w hich is t h e universal e ssence alone. The un i
versal essence

,
which is the emanation, the e t ernal thought or

the representation of the Absolute Intel lec t uali ty, by t h e g eneral
force of transformation

, t h e force o f centrali ty, i s in an eternal
and infini te stimulat i on . The gener al force in bringing forth

a ll the mental images from thei r ideal istic s tate ( in t h e i n t e lle ct

ua li t y ) into the potenti a l state in an universal essence, bring s
forth with

'

i t a stimulation in t h e essence, to transform i tself
into actual state; s o that a ll mental images in the o n e G e n

e r a li ty i n the Absolute Mind are r efr a ct e d and r eflect e d through
the ge neral force, one by t h e other and one after the other,
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as t hey are known o n e i n the other i n thei r mutual inter

twin e in the Absolute Mind to b e reveal e d in actuali ty, unde r
t h e force of central i ty, accordi ng to the laws of In tellectual ity,
in the forms o fparticu lari zed objects

,
in concre t e states

,
as mat

ter and forces, by differ e n t kind o fmotion , the ac t uated force in

matter, which appears in rays of electri ci ty, in rays o f l ight
,
o r

magnetism, heat o r other forces, by the stimulation o f th e e s

sence, i n i ts potential i ty, under the force o fcentral i ty.

The above S i x laws o f natu r e are an extract o fmy MS.

Divini ty and t h e Cosmos” in which al l the physical phenom

na
,
their ca uses and law s are clearly exp lained, and w

wi l l elev a te m ankind on the highest degree o fscience, o fkn
edge and civi l ization . The pub l ication of this manuscrip t wi l l

be as soon as I have the means fo r i t. But as I have not the

m e ans to prosecute my work
,
I th e refore appeal with the abov e

s i x laws to t h e pub l i c in general to pay thei r atten tion to i t i

ord e r that ev e ry seeker after t ruth and pure know ledge ma

ass ist me thus fa r as to b e capab le to pub l i sh m y gigan ti c work

where my system is clearly and e xp l i ci t ly s e t forth.

3 13 Ea s t 74t h S t ., N e w 'o r k Ci t y .


