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I 

SIR TH MAS BROVfl-l'E A D mHE .r EO- PLA ONIC 

THEORY OF '!'FE MICR COM. 

INTRODUC'rION 

Rtdolf Allers fi ds the eom:mo elemen of:: nais s ance 

pe ·ods to be Neo- Platonism . 1 The Great Renaissance , he says , 

was no simply Plato:ic , but owing to the prominent place 

given the theories of tne microcosm 1 it was decidedly Neo

Platonistic . Plato has little to say about the correspondence 

between the little world of man and the great world , although 

there i ~ a curs ory treatment of this doctrine in the Timaeus . 

Te dualis ic split in latonism is too vast, too brad to 

entertaij a doctrine which cold see a reflection of man in 

the Cos os, or a reflectio of the Cos os in man, not si ply 

·etaphorical relationship, but an actual par~-by-part corres -

pone ce . ieo - Platonis1:1, however, partic la y the Nao-Platonism 

of the reat enaissance, wit its bridgi O or the vast duali5tic 

gap betwee1 God and man, could and did find "in .an's natur 

the s m, the ' qi tessence ' of the cos ical powers . u2 I · 

1Rudolf Allers, uMicrocosmus : f O' Anax.·man as to 
Paracelsus," Tradi t iq II (1944), 319-32 • 

2w. indelbrand, A History o 
Especial Reference to the-Formationan .----.~---- its 
·p .. oblems and ConcepTio'iis; trans . Ja .i-s 
rev . ; New--VOrk: The racMilla Co . , 1910), p . 369 . 

1 
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th e wo · d was co .p os d o f ~our e l eme nt s, a n was a l so 

co pose d o f f o r e l e . en t s; i f ti e wor ld was crn .pose c o f t .r ee 

so l s , ma n was co pose d ox t1 ee sou l s . ai nar ace · sus , 

"ow , t1 e l i mb s [f or .. l ess . atte r] .:.s hea ve n ad ea r t h , the 

up pe r an d. l owe r s ph e r e o f t e cos mos, th e f ou~. e l e me n .s, a nd 

e , e r y thing t ey co pri se; t e e f or e i t s j ·s t t o i ,e n t "f y 

it wi th t he mic r ocos 1, fo r ""t t oo is t:t e wh o l e worl . " 3 Tli s 

1.ac . o-m ic r ocos co rr espo nd e i ce i s ce ntr a _ -o th e reo- P· a tonist ic 

phil oso 1hi es o A.gr ip a von Net t es he .:.m, Pico de ll a Thira do l a , 

N-'" c 10 1 as Cusa n as, Gio r a no Brun o, an Jaco b Boe b1T:e . 'r .e 

oc t ·•i i..e o . th rnac r ocos m " 1 i ..,.. o e " i t. th e mi c r oqos m was 

th e ess e . ~e of+ e Grea t Pe na i ssn nce e nd ea vo~ t o r eco nci e 

tl e r ea· • s o :f th e se ns u ous a nd th e s "Pe r .:;en s o s . 4 

In t1 e t i 11e Ages, f a i t t a nd ph~.l oQoply ha d been 

assi gn e r t o se pa r a t e 1 c l os e c o pa !'."·t1:;e nt s: tt re ryt :i.n,,, 

s pe s e ns l OUS ha (~ bee n ~e. e ua t d t o th. e r ea l1:-: o _og na , an d 

a s th e ob" e ct of phil os op - t . e e ~ ma i~ e on · y th worl of 

e xp e ri e nc e:' 5 In th e :race of su c h a b · ·ur c tion ·~ 1ere was no 

way -f ·ea l1y H no w:.ic.;.P:11 th e xi s t e nc o f God . T ....... o gh t e 

doc t · ne o f God ei ng . e :l ec t e in 4i s c .i. .. eat i on (mac r ocos ) 

an t~1 ough th e d oc t · e o f .an (. · c r ocos m) be .:...~« a du pl i

ca t io n of t1 e gr ea t e c ea t ·o 1, ~ a i ssa nce eo- _: a t on·sts 

3Pa r ace l s us: Se l ec t e. W?i ti ng s, . Jo _an e Jaco b · , 
t. ·a n s . o e rt G t e rm n ( o lling e 1 eries XXV III; ew York : 
Pan t heo n Boo .s, 951 ), p . 91 . 

. d 3 r r. 1 . ' p . ' • - -
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e z ec ted a eco nci · t io n of · a ith a d pi osop hy . Sai d 

Agrippa 70n Nettes ei m i n hi s Occ1 lt Phil oso phy , 

Whosoe ve th e r e f o. e s 1a 1 kn ow himself, sha ll kn ow a ll 
t h i ngs in hi: se lf ; especia ... ly he s h a ll kn ow God, 
accor din to whose ma ~e be was na de; he s ha ll kn ow the 
wor·ct , wi th whic, ie sy~·o Jis et h ; a nd wha t c omf ort he 
ca n ha ve a 1d obt ai n , f rom St ones, l a 1-': s, An in a l s, 
e ements, Hea ... e ns , f ... om Sp i.rits (a de1 o:ni us), An e l s, 
a nd e ve ryth\n . ~ · · 

T.e se pa r atio n betwe e n f ait a nd reason th a t had 

us here d in t 1e Ren aissa nce ad een .v."econ c il c d by th e Neo-

P a tonists a nd th e ir doct~ · ne o ~ th e r~ic r o os . Towa rd t he 

e .1.1d o f ta e Re naiss a n ce th e r e agai n appea r e d a s pl it, this 

ti me as a res lt o t1 e infl _e nce of the "new scien.ce.u Thi s 

moveme t, with uBacon as its pr ophet a nc sca rt es as its 

th eo ri se se t a bo •t to r es uscitate s c i e nce · om decay 

a nd s up e stit.:on . The "o ld sc i e ce" had s1 ff ere d , th e new 

scientists th ought , fr om its ti e wit h r e l.:gi on a n th eo l ogy. 

The so luti on t e n was t o c ut sci e ~ce away · 01 f ai th, thereby 

ma r-ing o ff a war a bl e t e _rit ory ·o. emp·r:ca! inv est ig atio ns . 

The r e . or e, in th e se venteent cent r ~, f ai t a n r easo n were 

aga in well on ·t e ir way t o divisi on : tr a ns ce n·ent a s we·e 

· e l e ga t e · t o th r ea lw of f a itt, a nd scie nc e c l ai me d as its 

:nvi ol a ble or n th e _ea l~ of th e pa rti c ul ar a nd the sensuous . 

A _·ipp a v on Ne tt es he i. , Occult Ph i l osop hy , p . 460 , 
quo t e d in Eliz a et h Holmes, He n y a g an and ·th e Heret ic 
Phil oso phy (Oxfor : Bas il Blac r.well , 1932),p~O . 

7Pa· 1 El er i:. o e 1 
11 Sir ?hom a s Br owne ," Shelbur n 

Essays (sixt h se ri es; New York : rinc e t on .. _ e si t y '.Press , 
1909) , p . 06 . 
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Me n of scie .ceca e t o be l oo ke d on , unde r s t a n a bl y e n ough, 

as a th eis t s ; thi s was pa rti c ul a . ·ly tru e of ph -s i ci a n s . Yet, 

i n Sir Thomas Br owe we mee t a phy s i c i a n who was a l so a ma n 

of f a i t h ; he was ind ee · a ma n who i ye-i i uaivid e d a nd 

ct·s tin~ui s he d worlds . n 

How co ntr ov e r si .a l n us t h a ve b ee n th e fi.r s t b ook th a t 

Br ow1e publish e d , a.e l i g io Me ici , A Ph ys i c i a n ' s Fa ith . As 

th e t i tl e o# -h s work s -gg es t s , was "i r 

Thomas ' at t empt · o ~eco nc il e th e s p.it r ea lms o f f a ith a nd 

s c i ence . The . ir s t se 1t e nce of th e book i s a eass ur a nce t o 

th e _ ea de r h a t, e · ,e n th o g 1 it ::.s m.iq • e, th e aut or i s 

truly bo th a ... a .. o s c i e nce a nd a Christ i a n : 

For my e l i gi on , th ough th e r e be s e ve r a l Ci rc umsta nces 
th a t i 1t e rs u · th e world I have none a t a ll , as t he 
tre ne r a sc a nd a l o f 1, y Pro f e s sio n , th e a t a l c our se of 
my Studi es, t.1e ind· · f e e nce of y Be hav i ou.:· a nd 
Di s c o rs e in ma J s o · ~lig "o n , ue it1er vi o l e n+l y 

f e nding one, 1or wi t l common a r our Opposi ng a not her ; 
y e t, in de spig t her eo· , I da re with out tsur_ a ti on ass ume 
the ho n o r a bl e Stile o f a Christi a n (Work s, I, 5) . 8 

To ec oncile the d·1i e.:,. w o. lds :)""'O t1ne t r ·i s , as Mir a d o l a , 

Ag ipp a , and run o ha . one e · 1 ier, to t 1e ph.:l os ophy of 

Neo- ... ~ a t o ism an · ts theo~"ies o ... t e r,icr ocosr . •rJ-ie 

is a thor ough 1 y Neo-P l a t on·c Jooh, and r owne is, a ove a ll 

t ings, a Neo--,:nat on.:.st . Just as th e a ·1 ·er ?e o- P a t oai s ts 

·All it a ti ons t o B owne '. writin s e e t o Te 
o f Sir ___ ______ e d . Geo ffr ey I eyn e s ( New York : 

1 1a- '" win Rud e , i.92 r,,- 3 ) •. • v o s . Cit a t ·o ns t o volu e 
a nd pa ge o f this edit· or, are gi ~ ::.n ~. r:;a re nt e s · s w e n th e 
r ea de ~i .t have s ome if_ 1c 1ty i £in ing t e q 1ot a ti on . 
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had reconcile t h :realms of 1:1atter a·_d s irit wit .. 1 their 

theory of mac r o- icrooos ro, Browne dedi cates his three great 

works , Religio ~e cd ci , "'-Iydriotaphia , nd The Garden of Cyrus , 

to n exposition of t_e Neo-Platoiic t eory of ic ocos mism , 

an~as a consequence, to a emonstration oft e mutual 
/ / 

i nc lusiveness of the two rel s of science and fai t h , atter 

and spirit . Thes e two are discursively reconcile. in t he 

Howeve , the r econciliation is presenta

tionally or artistically ·e.onstrated in Hydriotaphia !E._ 

The Garden of Cyrus and in t1etr relationship to one another . 



C !APT R I 

SIR THO :XA B_ OWNE A fD 1 ""0-PLATONIS ~ 

o r ces of ~r owne's Neo- Pl ato n is 

Al t hough th e li r a ry of oir Tho1as Br owne containe . 

s c h Neo - Pl a t oni c ite ms as he wo ks of Phil o of Al exa nd r i a - 

a nd a co l . ec t ·o 1 o f th e io r: s of Di on ys iu s t he A~eopagite 9 

it was p obab l y tb ou h h "s co n tact w· th a n1 in teres t i n 

a c 1e iy and He r e ti cis m t a t e ass ir J il ate · Neo - Pl a t on istic 

oc t:-i ne. As , ind e lbr a 1 . po int s o t , a . c hen y a d 

He me ti c ism , "t. a see n e nt a l " a l c he r11y , wer e othin , or e 

th a n ·.o i ca de : e l o pme nt s o -f Neo- -:,la t on is ti c do-ctrin e . 10 

eo- Pl a t oni s s t a t e ~ · a t e f o~e th e c r ea t· on of th e world , 

a l rra t ,.; a l e x· st e i1 a i orml es s hao s . God , t l oug1 an 

x t e ns ·o n of i s e lf, a re f or t o thi s c hao ti c mate ri a l , 

fin a l·. i . p e "n a t · ~ a .I f o_ at th e e 1d of s·x days . The 

r ea t c r ea ti on o f Go , t e wo or .,e ac r oco r os , ha d a s 

its - O n· a ti on ord ere d ·o_ . ad a r non io s aw whi .h was 

9A Cata · ogu e t o t· e Lj a r ies 
Br ow a nd Dr-.- ~ ..:'d owne , 

th e Co ~ Phy s i cia ns ( nd on , 

o f t h Lea rn e 1 Sir 
nfs Son, Late .t-::esi de nt 

0- .. ) _l. S 

· ...,..._. __ Ope~a a .d S. Di ony f" · 
__ ,....,....__ es pec ti ve 1y, o 

• Ot r a omnia ------
10 ,·a nd e. b a nd , oc . ci t ., pp . 3 73 -3 7 4 . 

6 
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res lt a nt mate ri a was white . This '// itenin was ca ll e d 

a l e do . The subst a nce wast e n s Jj ecte d t o a process o f 

red e nin ( rubed o), o owe by ye J. owi ng (cit r initas) . If 

t e a lcl e i s t ha bee n s ccessf 1 , the prima 

· een t a 1sfor. e int o th e "p i! .oso he ~_ .. ' s s t o 1e ," whi c 1 was 

" t1 e niv e r sa l a d a ll - pi e r c ing spi ·t 11 tow ic h As hmo l e 

refe r s; "· t was to 1ea .1. a . 1 is eases, tr a ns ut e a ll su b

sta ces i to o1d [ pu e :eta l ·c f or rr.] , c onj re a 1 s pi its 

[ o ms] i t o th e powers of its possessor . n l :3 

A cheLy, t e n , was a at t - nt to a pply ~he ogi cal 

ex tensi on of Neo- Pl a t onis1, to e ir Jir·cal ac tivi ty . The occ ult 

oc trin e wh ich acco mpa nie . dire c tions f or 1 a t e :::-·a listi c 

J oces s es in a l che ic a l ma n sc r ipts waa nown a . · er metic 

doc t. ine . It i s a n a nac hron s m t o stat- th a t lerm et i ci~ m wa s 

a n o tP- owt of Neo- ... 1ato nis . . How ve , ,ene ri ca lly the two 

into , "w 1 · c 1 ca e firs.,_ , t e c ic -: n o t l e g?" 

The myt ic a : Ile roe s sai t o be the 

o n .... e r o _ Her et::.c · s:n , a nd the o. · .:ns of t hi s doc trin e a re 

a ssoci a t e wit Eo-ypt . TJe · ent·ty o f Herm e t ·cis m wi th eo

P a t ni s m is i i a t din th e tit e J o n m vi Chambe s g i v es 

t o ~s t4 a s~a t· on of~- ag e nt s of a nc i e nt writi. s att ri bu te 

t o He rmes Tri meg istu s, The heo l og ·ca l a nd P i:os ophic a l 

13 tind e ~a d l oc c·t - ' . __ . , . 3 74 . 
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Wor s o He rmes ,.r i srneg is tu s, Chr is ti a n Neo- ?l a t oni st . 14 A 

wi th Re naissa 1ce Neo Pl ato ni s _ a n a l c 1emy, "at t e hear t o f 

th e [He me ti c] tr a dit io n was th e co :1ce pt · 0 1 of Nat ur e as a 

sy mbo l of th e di in e ]find , a e y t o t 1e Qec r e t uni on wi t h 

God, as well as t o th e astery of t he ma t e r "'a l worl . "15 
, 

Th e e f o~e , in t~ e light o f thi s doc trin a l "d e nt·t y, it is n o 

er r or in l ogi c t o s t a t e th a t Sir 'l"h o as Br ow .e pr ob a bl y 

abso -b , d th e r ea t e r pa rt of hi s Nee- Pl a t oni s m f om a l c hemy 

and it s t win , He me ti c i s m. 

Br owne me n t i ons dir ec tl y t e i n.lu e nce o He rme t ic i s in 

on hi s~ il oso phy thr e e tim es in he e ligi o , e i c i , 16 t he 

mos t ·mpo ta 1t be ing h is s t a t eme nt of the N o- Pl ato ni st i c 

pa _a ox o f th e r ea l , in i si :>le a nd th e unr ea l , vi s ibl e . 

The se ve e s s .1a ll ne ve r a ugl me out o f th e 
hi1os o p y o r _ err.1e , t .Jat thi .s isille world s but a 

Pi c tu . e of th e ·n : s ibl e, whe r e in , as in a _ourtr a i ct, 
t inc,s a re iot .,..ue ly , but in eq ui ocal s 1ap e s ; a ,. ,. a s 
th e y co unt e rf e it so ne mor e r ea l s b s t a nce in th at 
iIJvisi le Fab. ic .. : ,,: rks , I , 17) . 

"ore o~er , one finds i~ Sir Thomas ' li , . a ry sue . e r . tic a l 

i ta ,s as He r1 

14 The Theo l o i ca l a nd Phil os opl · _____ 0 £ He rmes 
T i smeg .ist \i's,' Cf t'isf i a n · - st : . c am e r s 
( Edinbur ougfi : T. & T. C 

15
Wi l so n O. ou h , " H n ... y Va gh a n a nd t e He me t i c 

P il o o p'y, " LA, XuV II {1 33 ) , p . 11.0 . 

lGTh ese th ee pa ss a ges a r e th e ,·o ll ow 
, ork s, I , 17 ; a nd W ~ .s, I , 40 . 

· i es o - th e 

g : 

7A Ca t a l o ue oft e 
B-... owne • . • , p . o1""; 3, a nd~ 1 no. 

Works, 
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Even tho g. Br o ,ne realized tat t e a _c he 1,i sts' 

p ilosophe .. ' s sto ne was ttso met htn · mo·e th a n tie pe f ee t 

exa l tatio n of g ol n (Wo~"ks , I , 49), hi s ·ntere:st in a lcherr y 

was ife-J.on . 'l' is interes"" wa~ not at n 11. u_ ique, says 

Wi lli am P. Dun ., in an a e w e·1 Ke ne l, Di b y, tra lth o h a 

memb~r of t e oya l Society, wa .... a dve rtis · -i-:,. a power o .... 

sy mpathy t1 at cure d r om a di stance, and r e porting that 

burn .. no- glasses cou · d 
0

athe ligh t into a pu p l e power,'' and 

Boye "was stil l l ooking f or the i l osop he ' s stone. 111 

Howeve, nlile ig y and Boye, Brownev.as capable of 

mai n taininrr a a l ance in these occult matters ; 1e was abl e 

to a stract the philosop i ca l t uth rr om a l che my on the one v 

ha nd, a n on t1 e o t e e . i inate the e l e me nt s of c icane y 

a nd c 1a .... l ata1 is . in this "scie nce . " It i s si ·nifi cant that 

this ma n , so ab so bed in e p"rica l in es ti atio n an scien

tific ex ~ ri e 1 a ,·on, should ha 1e ne er act ua ll y practice 

th e a rt o: a Jc e y . Sir Th omas co u~d se pa ate th e tru e 

!t ypt ians" f:,-•om t. e " ,ra ba 0 1 d an E yptians" 

01 o..... s , I , ) . 

owne ' s 'rst contact vith a l ee ya d Hermetic 

phi l osop h !:·o a y came durin h · s stay at the Un.'... e r s i ty 

o f Ley en in 1 33 . Al so a s t dent in th ' s year was t1e 

l ater-e mi ne nt -p _ o f sso S lv i1s, th e : c ipl e o · Baptiste 

V.i iJ ian P . Dunn, p .... 

Re ligi ous Phil osop y (2 d e -· 
Minn . Press, !.'~"oj, p . l . 

A Stud n 
inn ea po is: Uni, . o 

.,.,,,,..... 
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va n He lmont ( 577 - l ~44), th e ma n who ha, as it we .e , 

r e v i ~e d t e teac h i n s of Aur eo lu s h i li ppu s Theop h ast s 

ombast us von Hohen he im , or Pa r ace l sus ( 1492 -- 541 ) . 

Vhe th e B· owne e ver me~ y lv i us i s not known. llowe ~er, he 

pr obabl y ~a lt an i nt e ll ect ua l k i ns h· p with thi s man an d h is 

Pa r ace l s i a n doct rin e, as th e . r eat numbe of 0 ylv ius ' boo ks 

i n r owne ' s l i br a ry would see t o at t est. It snot at a ll 

unl i ke l y t ha t Br owne's i mport a n t c on tact w·t b ra ce l sus was 

t h o g Sy lv i us . As E ·1u nd Gosse points out, Browne was 

n ull of t he doct r i ne o f r ace l s us; a ph i osopher who 

a ppea r s ... t o have exe r c i se a co mma nd i ng in flu ence ove 

Br owne ' s i nt e lli e nce . " ·9 

In so me ways Pa r ace l s us was a ma muc h l i r e Sir 

Tho as Br owne . He was a physic i a n , ye t , a t the sa me tim e, a 

dee pl y r e igi ous Pia n . He was awa r e 0 ..1. t e s pli t ma de by 

sc h ol as ti c :.s m e t wee n f ai th a nd reaso n , · st a s Br owne i n t he 

s -,e nt ee nt1 ce ntury was kee nly awa r e of th e tr e 1e nd ous s pl it 

th ... ea t e n by th e " new sc i e nce . n oweve r , e y o1d t h s f ew 

c :~ cums t a nces , th ese t wo . e n di : r e d vi ol e ntly, n ai nl y 

beca us e ar ace l s s was t he ep·t ome o f th e Germa n te mpera me1 t , 

e ve n as Br owne was t 1e ep i t or. e o ..:: th e E1 g. i s h . Pa ace l s s , 

as uyth t e ll s s, f o de eca me a ~yt re n n hi s own -· i e-

tire , ras a va in , vi ol e nt , t empe s ous ~a n . :Ii s name 

eca e th a j ec t~v e J O bas t , wh ic h c 1a acte zes 

19Edmun 
Le t te s ; l ew Yo 

Gosse, 
'": T 1e 

· s Br owne ( Eng is h Je n of 
Co . , 905) , p . 40 . 
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the atti tud e o f his a e towar him . Hate d a n hunted by 

a lmost a l Gern-a ny fr om the a ge of ·ort y- ive ti 1 1i s deat 

f or yeas ate, Pa r ace l s us was an e emy o th e Galen1st 

schoo o f ne i ci ne, a sea r c e- forte _h.l osop r's stone 

(and , as t· a ·tio n has it, a possesso of this sto ne), an 

a stucent of nat ur e . Aln ost a on oma ni ac during t e l ast 

years of hi s li e, " he c l a ime d f or Heri.etist me di cine cur e 

· poss "bl e und e r th e ol e r syste m, an he a dr oca t e that the 

physi cia n see k know l e di;re r o na t !."e. n 2 0 How t.lnl ike the 

ret1r ing an mo dest Sir Thomas B-owne ' s temperame nt wast at 

of Pa r ace l sus ! 

Pa r ace l sus ' doctrine was basically leo-P atonic, a n 

l e end has it th at his teac he r was act ua l_y Agri ppa v on 

2·1 
ettes ei , . - As w·th ot e :t enaissa nce Neo-Platon.:.sts, the 

mac r o- mic r ocos m doct ~ ine was centra l t o th e phil osop hy o f 

Pa ace lsu s. Ge·o:r· ,e P . Conger poi nt s out, "Of a ll w o ha e 

he l· th a t man is a mic r ocos m, no one h as ee n 1 ore t1orou h-

·oin'T t a n Pa ace· sus . "22 ~~an and th e world , sa i Parac sus, 

a e b ot 1 se f -e nc ose d J O ies , one b e i.a a d plicate of the 

ot he r . oth a ~e a ni a t e, co ns 'sting o f t wo nat1re~ : t e 

infinite n at e, th e sou l "w1ic li sp i gs f om the br eath of 

20 cJough , op. cit . , p . l 14 . 

op . c ."t . , p . 71 . - --
22 Geo ge . Conge .. , Theot>i es o f os ruos a nd 

.icr ocos os int e Hist o:y o ~. ~i _osoViies ew York_: _ 
Colunb ·a Univ . Pr ess), p . 55 . 
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Go" a nd th e fi ite, or the co rp orea l b ody . Bot 1 ac r ocos m 

and c icrocos m a e c omposed of th e _o r a ncie nt e l eme nt s ; and 1 

l ike man ' s body , th e world is compose of me~cu · y , sulphur , 

and sa lt . As ma n has a so l, so a ls o do s the 11ac r ocos 1-; 

t 1ese two, howeve r, a e not i entica l . In a ll create 

thing s Go bre at 1es indirectly a soul; this is t e world 

sou l . Howe ,er, in man , Go d dire ct l y infuses Iis pirit . 

Let s wo directly t o the works o~ Pa r ace ls s to see how he 

andl es this r obl e of God ' s sp·rit in ma n : _ 

And a ll this [t he wor l d] beca me th e ma tri x womb of man ; in 
·t Go c eate . a n in o ,er t o g!v e 1·~ Spi~it a dwe li 
place in f. es' 1 .• . . Be ore hea ve n a 1d earth were 
c re a ~e , t :1e Spi ·i.: o Go ·~ oo e J u ) On th e water an d was 
ca rried by it . This water ~as the ma tri x; or it is in 
the wa te:: tl a t ·1ea -,e1 a n a rth were e r e a ta a n in n o 
other 1a t ... · ~ . By it the .:,piri t o f Go was born e, that is 
to say, th a t Sp i r"t which iiv es ·n ma1, and which is 
_ ac "ing in ot er c eat es . . 1her e :for e th e Spirit 
of God co es t o wel : iI P a n , and is of God ad 1.· tu ~ 
to God.23 

In an d.ling t e r o lem o ...: t e vo ... ld sou l and the soul of 

na n, B owne seems t o e mp oy the dicti on o ft e abo e assa e; 

it i s a ost as if be ha d had be ~ore h. a copy o- th 

physici an 's occ ult ror ~ : 

r ow, be s id es th ese particular and ivi e . p irits , there 
nay be ( f o_ o~ ght .... kn ow) an un · versa and or:-mo, "" :: it 
t o th e whole \ or ld . . . . Howeve , I a , u e there is 
a co , o S · it that l ays •i th: n us, yet 1a es no ~a_ t 
of us; a nd th a t is , tJe Si it of God , the ~ir e a nd 
scinti ll ation o that noble and mi~~bty ~sse _ce , wh.;c·1 ts 
th e life a nd a di a eat of Spi its .. . . This ·s 
t · a t _e ntl e ea t that b oo d d on t e wa~e s, an :L six 
da ys ha tch e d the World (Vo ks, I, 40) . 
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The r e exists in Pa r ace . s i a Neo- Pl a t oni s m, wit h t e 

exce ption o ft e qua li y of t1 e so ul s, a one - to - o e cor r e -

po 11 ence betwee n t 1e nrt s of +11-e na .r oc o T;i a 

th e two have t he sa me esse nce, o~ e r , or f o 

t1 e mi c r ocos m; 

An inf i r e d 

b o y , sa id Pa r ace l s us , is one in w i ch th e Go -c r ea t e d ord e r 

as beco e is -o rd r e ; t o cur e i sease s , the p ys: c i an mus t 

only r es t or e ord e r . 1he r e does one ap re 1e nd th e esse n t i a l 

o r e oft e mi c r oco sm? Pa r ace l s us t e s p 1ys ic i a ns t o 

de ~ote th e se l es to th e s · dy o· na tur e , or th e r e, b y a 

p ope r int e p e t a ~i on of ott war ns i""1a tu es ," t he y 1ay 

a bs t ac t th e int e rn a l e s se nc e whi c h · s du __ .. 1 i ca t e e i 1 ma n . 

The r e i s nothin t a t nat ur ~ has ot si;n e d in s c h a 
w y .: a t ma a y isco ver it esse~c . 2 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1111 • • 

'fh e - e f o e y o c a n ~isc ove r ma n ' s im.:.ort a 1. pa- t in his 
i s ib e , inn a t , c ha ·rac t e : i c s -= gn s, a nd yo 1 ca n n ow 

" .:.rn e-r e .1 1 y ~:is a pea -a c:?; "o.c t1 o·te. r 7 ala tie 
i-1111 r . 25 

As e ca r ea dily see . th e oc tr · ne o .. th e c orresp ond e ce o f 

he mac• oc osrn and t~e micr oc os~ was c ent i a l t o a ll of 

Pa r ace l s us' p il os oph·c a l a nd me di ca l th eo ri e s . I I. act, 

" th e t e r:m ' ic::- OC OSJ. OS ' 0 - it eq ui .. , a _ e nt is us e d y 

Par ac elsus O .. e 0 ten th n by a ny oth e ..,... writ r - pe hap s 

as ;, c !.1 as by a l th e ~ ·t e rs p t o his tim e t a re n t o e th e r . 

2c 
He was e rh a ps t e o ri in ato of th e t e rm ' mac r oco smo ' " . 

24 11 . d 1 ~ . , p . 1 

2 I . 
1. • ' p . 200 . 

r. 
= Co 1ge r, o. c·t ., p . 57 . 
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In a dditi on t o th e Neo -Pl a t oni c doc trin e B. owne ight 

a ve p ick e d •p thr o l i s co nt ac t s witl t e wr · ting s o f 

a r ace l s us a nd th e wri tin[; s of h is di sciples, s c as va n 

He lm ont a nd y lviu s, th e r e i s a no th e r, deepe . co nt ac t wi th 

Neo- P a t oni s m, t hr ough a c he my a n He rme ti cis, th a t e t 

B owne on hi s ~e tu .. n fr o... th e Con ti ne n t in 16 33 . Thi s was 

hi s c l ose fri e nd s lip i n Nor wi c h wit h Dr . Art hur e, so n of 

t 1e Dr . Jo hn Dee who was a J c he i s t to Quee n El iza bet h . 

Br owne se tt e d in No wic h in 163C, a nd Ar t h r e die d in 

1651 ; th e r e f or e , th e co nt a ct Br owne had with h is a l c he mist 

ne ig~b or occ urr e d so metim e wit in this fift ee n- ye ar s pa n . 

The s ca nt y 1 eco r~ o ffuis r e l a ti ons hip is t o be f ound in th e 

co r es ponden ce e t wee n Br owne a nd E ias As hmol e . 

In 657 Ir . {l a t e r , Sir Wi 1 i a m) Durrd a l e be ga n t o 

w it e t o Si Th omas eq ues t·ng in or a ti on r e gard i ng th e 

natu a l hi s t ory o f t1e a .. ea a r ound No wi c h, wh ic h inf or. at i on 

he i1ten e ~ t o inc or. o~at e i t e b ook on wh ich he was wor~ -

a ining of di.v e r s 1 Fe ns a nd 

B· owne , ·n tu~n, wr o~e l e tter s t o gd a l e 

re q esting it :fo ma t i on ab out . ns a nd Rom" co · 1s whi c 

D da l e ha d turn e pin ~i s ex plo a t' ons. Ir ea rly 1€5 

g a l e was a i w · t . s c u vy o'Y' seT1e · a l wee ks . .,1 i a s 

Ah ol e s e· ze t1is o portun:ty to co rr e spond r or 1i s a t1 e r ~ 

in - l aw, a nd a .s o t o a sk f or e t a il s reg a rding t e if e o ..o Dr . 

J o n e . A th o s hrio i e does n ot a e a r t o ha ve La d a 

e ry pr o o nd underst a nd·ng o f th e signir ·ca nce of a le e ,y 
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a n He 1et i ci e was int e es ted in s uc h c ur ios iti es, or 

s c e co n s· dere d th e m, a ll hi s l i f e . Ev i de nc e o f t1i s is 

f o n~ in i s trans l atio n , f o Lati n , of Arthu r e ' s 

Ar ca nuL o f He me tic PhL_ osop y, a nd is own He rm etic 

several pi eces E.__ our .. a .ous Ph ilosophers wh o h a ve wr i tt e n 

t he He ie ti que idyste ri es _in their own Ancie n t Lan t a ge ( 1652) ; 

a copy o ft e l atte r is fon d i n Sir Th omas Br owne ' s l i br ary . 27 

Th is is the sa , Ash o l e who, in 1:77 , p~e se t e d ½is '.ibra y 

t o f o d University, s ib ·a y a rm i ng then c leus o ft e 

As h1 01 ean Museu m. 

In h · s co rr es on e 1 ce w · th Ashn.o l e Br owne t e l l s bi 

mor e a b out At ~ r e, . is o e - tir e .. ighb or t th a n 1e does 

abo t J oh e . Sir Thomas ca lls A thu e hi s " f amili a r 

i en d " (Work s, VI, 32 1 ) and t e l __ s u s tti at he "was ve ry we I 

acquai nt ed with D. A~th e" (Wor ¥s , VI, 324) . Of Art r 

e i.self : B~owne w its As l Ol e : 

Hee was a -rie=se , e ,~ · , o- s t dent in He r e ti ca l l phil osop . y 
anc na n oe s :,.a l e co .. ,.a'_:"eme nt , .1a in'! see n p o ·ec ti on 
ma e ; A with t~ e i?h es t asse rv a tio he e co n .:r e 
unt o 11s a th, t he ha oc · l a· ly , un ·ece va bl y, a nd 
fr eq ue nt e he 1 Boh e mi a . (Wort s, VI, 321 ). 

At h· s dea t in Dee awa ce d h "s ~ e Br own t 11e 

c·s t ody o f ni e I e rme t· c na nus c ript s. 

27 A Ca·,a· ogue o -f t e _L_i _ __ _ of the Lea r e ir 
Th omas Br owne .. . ~ p . 47, 
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Ne o -Pl ato ni st i c Th o i n 

I f the e i s a si ng e a _o tnd o a ar ee me t a ong tt e 

c itics o f e ligi o e di ci s r e ly it i s th a t e r e is a highly 

iso ~a ni ze d ool. But, as Br own e confesses t o th e eade r , 

th e ,e l igi o was a "p i ~1a te exe r cise" exec t e d f or hi s own 

satisf ac ti o n . We s h o 

to ea hi · y org a ni ze d ph i l osop hi ca l tr ea tise . Con seq e ntl y, 

th e f o ll owing sec ti o n wi .' l a tt e mpt t o r eco :r s t r u ct, as 

~a·th ully as p ossi ~e , fr orri the Re igio 4e di c i Sir Thomas 

~ ow e's nd er l yi n Neo- l a t oni c p · 1 oso phy . 

Whil e Baco n , th e g ... ea t p op ~1e t of the " r ew scie n ce, 11 

was limit i n a n 's a r ea o f. n owl e d e and statin~ th at 

pen ltim a t e ly ua co 1ld 1,ow n o thina o f transcende n t ea l ity, 

Sir Thomas B owne was mai nt ai ning th at th e o nly re a l ity -

wort1y o f man ' s a pp ·e h e n sio n, the onl y truth tat rna 1 s h ould 

co n ce hims e lf wi "-'1 was t ~1e e vid e n ce o f God in h is c r eations. 

Thi s was th e e lt ma 's easo n owe t o Go, a nd it was t h e 

way in w i c h nan ' s inte 1 . ec t ca ught sight o f God's Intellect . 

An a lt 10 g 1 B own e is a scie nti s t , " t'1 e ' ... easo .-1' o hi s r-· 

science s e dic a t e d to th e u es o f re igi on . 02 8 aeo n , 

Hobb es, a nd seats rnai nt a in e t at ~ e ~ ov i Ace o f ma n ' s 

. easo was the na tict l a ~ . Ma n , th ey s ai was a inite 

bei1 ... ivin in a finit e wo rld ; t1 e r e -:-o e, is -n owl e e 

co uld o nly be o ft e : i . ite . Howe e r, Br own e rip o ye his 

2 Eg on . Me rt on , Science a nd Ima gin atio n o Si. 
T 1omas B owne (New Yo. : 1 g s Crown Pr ess, 1 949), -.- 93. 

UNIVE 'TY OF OKLAHOMA 
LIBRA y 
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study o f th e i n "t e as a g o de o r g ai nin, access t th e 

i nf i nit e . T e wo 1 was a de f or ti e se o f a n , ai n tai ne d 

Baco n ; e nce ,a n ust d i r ec t hi s act iv e e ne r i e s s o l e ly 

t owa rd the per ec ti on o f hi s n a tur a l h oe . Ma n co u d not 

possib y now tl e it . L1i t e . As a co nseq u e nce , ma n- ce nt e e 

" me n be ga n t o i s t i g ' is h s ha rp y etwee n easo n a nd fait , 

ma n a nd n at r e, nat a l a nd s up e r1 a tur a l , mi c r ocos an d 

mac ocos m t a nd t o in s i st on ; .f e r e nt l aws f or eac h a nd 

d i ·f e r en t way of i sco l e ring tr t in al t . " 2 9 Thi s lin e o f 

t ·n~ing e ve nt a lly usl e r e d in a mec h a nisti c co nc e pt io n o f 

t e univ e r se . But or Br own e th e uniw erse was a ~i ate ; it 

was li ing , a nd was as muc h a n or 0 a ni c c r ea ti o 1 o f God as 

was 1a n . Bo th wee creat'ons o f tJ e In .·inite, a nd a n , said 

B1--owne, mus t ne ve l ose s ig t o. this f act, t eca us e to d o so 

would be to c r ea t e ·or him se lf a 1e 1 . f·a n , it must be 

r e me mbe e, was th e crucia l lin in the ea t c l a in o f ei ng , 

uniting th e finit e an d th e infinit e. Consequent y, Br owne 

r ep li es t o the new science t a t it h as f org o tt e n t e 

infinite, t e invisible world kn own by r easo n . Baco n a nd 

hi s f o l~ owe s di. e ny or iun or e tre invisib e i finit e, a nd 

cone ntr a t e on t e finit e wor whi ch was vi si l e t o th e 

se n ses. Th e new scientists we r e co n ce ne only i ~t sens o s 

part·cula s, pa ti c l a ~s in a nd f or th e mse ve s . Br owne , t oo, 

n i e t e Ca • rid e Pl a t onists , was co nc e ne wi~ 

2 ~v1cto~ Ha. ris , Al Cohe ence Gone ( C icago : Univ . 
o Chi ca go Pr ess, 949), -- r 
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pa tic a r s; yet t e s e, wh i l e imp ort a n t a nd s ig i -ica nt i n 

' 
t e 1 se ~ es, ha a f a r ea t e r s ignifi ca nce as syml o s whi c h 

l e hi t o a n a pr e 1e nsio 1 of t r a nsce nde nt ea 1· Ly, a 

l now .ge of Go . So Br owne, as t he ea li e r Neo- Pl a t onists, 

was atte m_ting t o ~idg e t· e ga p be t wee n r ea s on a nd ai th . 

Baco n saw nat ur e as a mac i ne- l i e co nd it i o 1 w i c 1 

•. an must 1ea n to ma a ipul a t e or t he we l f a r e o a ll ma n i nd . 

For B owne "Na t1r e is th e Art of God" (Work s, I , 23) , an d to 

st dy na t ur e was t o ga iL so me in s ig t int o t he l a te ll ec t 

w . i c h c eate d it . ha t e ve . · ni t e goo d n.ig t c ome t o ma n-

i n as a r es ult o f Br owne's sc i e t · ... i c s tu y was i nc id e nt a l 

t o 1irn , f or t 1e wo ·l he co unt e d " 1 ot a n I n, bit a n · 

Hos it a l ; a n · a t t 1 • ace o o . 1ve, 1 t t o iy e in " ( ·ork s, 

I , 91 ., . Baco n a n 1i s l o owers aw t e wo . ..:.<.i as a ., ace t o 

11 e i n t an Inn, a d d i ec t e a • 1 t ei r e n d a o s t owa d t he 

s c i e ti · c n-.. e co ~. i on" of t ha t Inn . Howeve r, B owne was 

about sc i e nti 1· c e ndea ~or as e was a b out v i t ·e or c_ a ri y . 

I e r e a rd e d bot h a s ste ile if ma n- c ente e d ; t1 a t i s, i f 

t hes wer e ac ti o1s ot f irst co ns ec r i t e t o od . Of th e 

see ming " g oo dness" o f Se neca ' s st o i c i s rn, ro w e s a i 

"Herei I ound t he r e was n ought t t o . a J or e sty , and 

this was not t o be ve r t· ot s or hi s s ale wh o m s -'- ewa d us 

at l as t" (Wor s , I , 5< ) . And whe n B owne et a be ~a r, he 

~ave a i , not as a e sult of s a t yr. or t _e w e tc h 's 

co ndit· on, but as a r e su t o ~ i s l ove or God : " I g i ve n o 

a 1 so , y t o s a ti s f 'e t e h e r o f r, y B·,·o t he :r·, b t t o f f i_ 
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a d acco .pl is th e ~i l a nrt CoLmand o f m~ God : I d. aw n ot 

y purse f or his sake th a t demands ·t, · t I:s t, a t en~oyned 

it • " (Wo "S ~ , 7 4) . h s ve see ~h at a! l f o r s o f 

acti v ity, a l trut i s o~e-s ~d d a nd ~ort l ess n: e sit is 

a ncho e in a piou .... wors hip o f Go . " Wit 0 1 t this, a .1 

e l"gi on is a Fa .lacy, an d t ose im ~et· .es o f Lu cia n , 

uri pi des, a nd J ul ian, are n o bl asp he . ies, but s· 1btle 

verities, an d At 1eists h a ve bee n th e one J y Phi oso .. uers" 

(Works I, t::B). B:.--owne intimates what Donne had ex ressed 

so :for ce f 1 yin hi~ " Fi st Ant ·e sa r y," tat t e new 

sc i ence had ivorced f ait . and r eason ; ad, as a resu t, 

wor dly v a lu es 1a d b ee n turned ps:de down . 

On the s rf ace Br owne ' s co nceptio n o a nir ate n ature 

seems ve r c l ose t o ,a nt. e i s , ·"or ~ e says th at God is a ll 

things; w 1ate ver has n o e ·ng snot God . In t is co 1 cep-

tion o f n at re, he is f o . owing t e occ ul , Ne e- Pl ato n ic 

doct :::-:Lie o f "i mma ne nc e 11
; t a t is, t a t God c "'ea ted t h oug' +r 

a 1 xte 11s ion o · imse lf int o c aos; as a r e sult , Go is a ll 

thin ~,s . "God be· n a 1 !. thinz s, · s co n tra:r ~ unt o o t i ing , 

0 1t o f w icl we _e a d a ll thin~s , an so 1ot 1 ing ,ecame 

so me t .:. g, a n Orrne ty in.: o .. ree c N ·1 i ty j to a1 ~sse nce" 

' or lrs I , 4 5) . I· God ·s a 1 thin~s, theu Go is a ls o 

nat re . T : s .once pti o wou seem t o ea cont a ·ct·o o f 

B o ne ' s a n i ate a n t•se ns i l e na t r e," .Zo n at e, being 

or a ni c, nu st ecay a nd c : a e . ow ca n the ~ni ote nt be 

s bj ec to ecay a n p · trefac i o.? The eso l tio~ o f t is 
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see ming para·ox ~ests wi tl Browne ' s pecia l , Neo- P1ato ic 

• se o f the wo 

ot h 1a tt e an 

t1e1 h' s rr.a tt e 

c eation . When an a rti st creates, he fu ses 

or1 into a pro c t · on . If he be a scu l tor, 

~h aps c l a y, a nd u on this c l ay be 

i pose s a f o m w i c 1 aive s the s 1a~e ess ateria l its ea n in" . 

Te c l ay ma y ecay a nd be es tr oye, yet not hinrr can estroy 

the scu lpt or ' s' : pa . te fo . m, e ;.re n i·· this forn1 is no l oner 

v is ibl e . So it is with the c r eation. o f Go : ie fused both 

matter ad ~orm · n to a who l e, an d ro ce· th e c eation . 

Matter wi ll change, t the esse ntia l ~Or m, the I ea (whi c h, / 

we s 1a ll di sco ver, Brown identifies with God) wi ll re ain. ' 

Th s it is that th e Gar e n of Ede may have ~.ong disapp eare d 

fr om t1e eart, yet the paten, the "q uincunc·a1 oze nge ," 

emai ns . The l a r -e c r eat i on of God, the wed d. g of atte r 

a nd Idea, Br owne ca l s the wor ld ; t e s ma ll er creatio n , th e 

wed'ing o f ~l es a nd Idea, e ca ll s ma n . 

Br wne's th eo ry o f c ~eat i on see m to find ·ts or·gi n 

n a ace s us. Pa r ace l s s ha sai taat le f o et e c eatio n , 

th e world was a f orm _ess 1 of atter, a c haos. To c ate 

t 1e wo.L · d G d ex t e nd e d 1i se f, ca usi1 · thi s orig· na l atte 

t o t a kes ape b r 'tisi on . God is a n artis t, sai Pa~ace sus, 

lik e a woor-1ca, ve "who i s a bl e to ca :7 e o t o f oo d wha t eve r 

he p as r ovid e ca n se a r ate t e woo f. om that wh i h 

~oes n ot e J ong t o it . " 3 A:.::te Go" ad case d .atter to 
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ha ve a f orm , l e i ir ec tly g a v e it a ou· ; th ·s i s t he worl 

s oul . ~n , a s th e o t~ e r c r eat ur es o f Go d , was c r ea t e d fr on 

or a ... pos i to y 

o f Hi ss irit . Th "s s pirit i s •n . i· e t ._e world so ul , f or it 

i s giv e 1 di ec ly t o man , so l o ng as _ i s fi es h s h a ll in c l ose 

it . At ma n ' s dea t1 , i s so u . r e t rns t o Go d . Br owne , t oo, 

ma ke s a ii s ti. c ti on be t wee n th e so ul 0 th i ng s o th e r t a n 

ma n a n ma n ' s oul, d o ing t i s, as we h a ve see n , i n a lm os t 

the sa me t e rm ~ u se d y Pa r ace ls s . B t he de vi a t e d fr om 

Pa. ace lsu s in l · s co nc epti on of Go as a rt s t . Br owne , it 

woul se e m, f ee l s th a t God did n o t c re a te by ca u si n" a 

se pa r a ti on o.: th e ma tt e r o f c h ao s into ··orr: s, b :tt a th e r He 

dir ec tly imp os e d orms on f o r le s s ma tt e . And f o r thi s / 

r ea s on , B owne pl ace s ore e mph as i s on t e co nce pt o f th e 

Ide a th a n does Pa a c el s u s. 

Br owne re a ~ ·s th a t th e fu s i on o f t wo n at u es i one 

pers on (whe th e r it be t e mac r oco sm or th e i c r ocos m} is one 

of th e t~r e e ~r ea t mystic a l ·ni ons (Work s, I , 82) . His 

e xpl a na ti o o~ thi s u io. o~ t wo na tur e s ( _init e a nd 

in4:inite, b ody a n s oul) i s Neo -P a t oni c, inv o ·vinO' him i n 

t · e inv·s1 _e . ea l , the visi b le n ea l pa a d ox . Th e Pl a t oni c 

c onc e pt o f t!, i s pa a ox .... -i ., orces the t o- r ea _ i ty ex · sts i 

the mind o f Got a nd o · ects on ea rt a r e ti e rf ec t 

c o pi e s o thi s un n owa b. r ea lity . Neo- l a t o 1·sm , a nd 

pa rticul a ly He .e ticis , 1 ridg e thi s vas t d a l i s t · c u f , 

n o t by e_i i1 a tin" t e t1 eo y o ft e Id ea , b t by ma int a ininq 
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tat al l c r e a te d f orrr. is of God . T ·s f o rn i s clot hed i 

n, ort a lity on earth ; t o et at t 1e c a n eless a1 in .utable 

! :le a o f God, one as only t o l ook beyo nd th e morta lit y of 

bodies . nno bu t extnact fro th e co pule cy o: b odies, or 

resol"i'., e t '.li s beyo n + e1r .... irst matte a.nd you di sco, e ·,.. 
" ' 

the .1a bi tat ion of the Ange l s, whic 1 i I ca l" th e 1 t iquj a y 

an d omn:pr ese nt Essence o f God, I . o e I s ha n ot o f.f e d 

Divin ity" ( Works, I, 44) . Br owne eq ua tes t e "omnip .. esent 

Ess ence o f God" wit h imnlt a o e . o~ms, a nd it is not, ti l 

God c hooses to est oy ese f orms or I .eas t at e · t ... e man /\J 

or th e word ca n be dost r oye (Wor :s, I, 50 ) . The I e a 

r es tin~ i t e intellect o God, then, is nade man· _es n 

ind es tru c t; l e o~ros . I i tJe Idea o f Go existe ~ bepore the 

c _ea ti on , t1 e n easo ns Br owe, he t oo existe t e f o et e 

creation; t e world exis t e d e f or e t he c eat·o n . 

e f o. e Ab~aha• was, I a n , is th e sayi1~ of Chri t ; ye t 
it is true in some sense, if I sa y it of my se lf ; or I 
was not o e ly be ·ore my se lf, b t Adam, that is , in the 
I ea of God, a nd th e dec r ee of t1 at Syn od e l before al l 
Eternity . And in this sense, Isa , t he lo was before 
the Creation, a nd at a n e n be f o e it a d a begi nnin 
( orks, I, 70 ) . 

In t e · nt e l . .:. , ence o f " th e or dai ne r 0 .1. or e an 

,,ystica at e . at i cks of t e City 0 . Hea ven" (Worl .. s, IV, 12v) 

r esides t e Idea; an eca ts th e I ea r ests in " Et ernity 

he e is 10 ,i stinct-~ o of Tense3 tt (Wor s, I ' ' ) ' hat 

"thee ·s a se t t· t e a nd r e-o r _e co1rse o e f~ ects" 

0 o --ks, I, 24) . Fo th.: s r eason B· .. own e hin s it not 

r c 1 o s to say a p1aye r be f o,.e "a ga eat Talles" ; n 

s, 
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thi s case th e p. a ye r is 1ot a s1pplic a t ·o, 

I ma ny , a tt e rs , s c as t e ha mony a 1 o of th e 

o e s s on of th e s ea 0 1s rra ca n ,e t ec t t) e r e gul a it y 

inh r e nt in th e e t e rn a l I 4 ea. Howe e , oft e n in ma t te r s o f 

r:r ea t es t un ce rt a n ty, me n · ee l t' e se lv e s victi. s of c ha nce . 

~oo i s 1 1e 1 c a ll this ~o t ne . But in od ' s c _ea t: on th ee 

i s no 1a nce - a ll be inn-s , a ·1 ac t io ns a r e pr e es tin e d : 

And th e r e f or th a t t e ril e t e m · a ti on, whi c h 
ha tl tr oubl e s o ma 1y we a 1ea s ve a nd th e 
wi se st t o ex p a in , i s in r e sp ec t t o Go no pr esc i ous d t e r-

in a ti on o f our Est a tes t o c ome , but a definitiv e l as t 
of hi s l i Jl a l~e a dy ful"ill e d, a nd at th a t in s t a nt th at 
1a first dec r eed it ; · or t o .1i s t e r-1 · ty , which is 
i· di visi l e a nd a l· t ogeth e r , t 1e l as t 'I' . u: i s a lr ea y 
s ound e d , the . e ~r o a t e s in t·e fl ame, a d ~- bl esse d in 
Abr a ha ' s bos ome (Worts, I, 1,). 

In Br owne ' s wo 1 a ll is ha -. ony, a ll is o e r . mhe r e i s 1 0 

de f ormity .. O!" , o s t ·""os-' ty i ·1 1is wor-ld beca use ·' ::i-o ct i s 1 i e 

a s J.ilful Geometr · c· a n " (Vor .s, I, 22) , a nd He as imp a rt e d 
' -

a n o a ni ze b a 1 ty t o t,s c ea ti o 

was ne r r a nyt ing gly o- mis s1 a n, 

r o\ _e sa y s, trTh e r e 

t t e Chaos; w e r e in, 

. ot witb s t a ndin~, to sp a ~ str~ctly, t e r e was n o de ormity , 

beca use n o f o . ; 1 or ras it y t ·mpr e gn a t e by th vo i e o 

Go " 0 o ks , I, 22) . Th ·s reoc c pa ti on wit 

l e d B owne t o a n a pp ec· a ti on of n Jbe r s a nd 

es i n and f o. 

e ri ca 

co _ r es pon en ces . " I 1a T•e o ·t e n a d i ti e mysti ca way of 

Pyth a gor as ," e a ys, "a t secr e t of nm e rs 11 

(' ork s, I , 17) . Neo- · a t o ist, es pec i a lly N· c ol a s Cus a n s , 

s aw in a rL on a n i th e _ t a go ea 1 c once ~Jt o f justic e a nd 

nu e ri ca l r o orti o 1 a e l ec ti on o_ Go ' s o de. i_ th e 
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uni re r se , in th e world , a nd i n ma n . Br owne , ma ·ng se o f 

ti s a oc t-Y.ine, f ins a cor r espo nden ce e t wee n t1 e · unh ea rd 

mus i c o f th e sp .. er s an · "Ta ve r n- f:t sic l~." Thi s J at ter, 1e 

says, s trik es in hi •. "a dee fit o f e v oti o :1, a nd a pr o ·oun 

co nt e pla ti on of the Fir s t Com ose r" (Wor ks, I , 88 ) . 

T e. e is something i1 · t o f Divin i ty more t a n t e ear 
-·sc o , e s: it is a . Hi e·o 6 lyphi .a a r s a d owe l e ~on 
o f t he who l e World , a nd th e c r ea tir e s of Go; suc h a 
:ne l o :Iy t o ~1e ea J., as t 1e ;vh o e Wo ld , we 1 ... nderst oo d , 
woul a f~ ord th e un ers t a n i g (Vor ks, I, 88 ). 

As, ind e lbr a nd inf o s s, th e esse n ce o f Re naissa n ce 

Neo- Pl ato ni sm was t hen ·ea ing " of nat ~e as if it wee 

Scriptu e , a n' the a ppr e he nsion, wit _ a dair at i on , of God's 

31 r e e l a ti on in na ttr e. · This th e ~e is oun in a r ace l s us 

as a co nst a nt ex hort a ti on t o go t o na tur e, a d to see k th e r e 

th ee fi c i e nt ca us e , w 1ich is Go . Br owne s a ys t . a t t e r e 

a re t wo b oo ks -r on. whe nce e co ll c ts his · v ·nity "esi es 
' ' 

t a t w itten one o ~ God, a n o th o f his ser va nt Na tu e , t a t 

n·vers a l a1 p li e . ~a nus c riJt, ha t i es ex pa ns ' d unt o 

th e Ey s o f a ll " ( Vor~s, I , 2 1) . If m n vi ew na tur e onl y 

tlr o gh th e se nses, as t e new sc i ,ntis s, th e n th e y a e 

o ly awa r e o thei ex i t e nc es as a nim a l s are awa r e of th e i s . · 

TJ~ new scie nti sts , wit , t ei r me c·an~st·c i ew of na ~ur e, 

B .... ~owne p o .,a y wotld 1a-re ca 1 e " vulg a r Hea 's th a t ru e y 

sta e a b o t" (Wor't s, I, lo ) . To st udy t_ e world only in a 

sensat mann e r was n v er to kn ow th e infisible worl . Th e 

3 1w1n e lbr a n , op . __ t., • 3 C-7. 



oute r worl m s t b e see n as a sy b o l o f th 'nn e wor ld w 1ic h 

is th e esse n ce o God . And to s t y n ature in thi sy mbo li s

tical way ·s t o co n e as n ea r a n und e rst a ndin o God as t1 

f i nit e nind ca n co 1e. B t ·ti s n ot byt e se c ses t1 a t one 

cohes t o ~now th e inn e ea ity o ft e wo 1 , but th . oug t e 

easo n . To a ti on a y ,et a t t~ e tr a nsce nd e nt a l t~r ou a h a 

co nt e mpl a ti on t e ~ i nit e creations o God is ' the t of 

0 1 .. easons we owe unto Godtt (Work s, I, 18) . Si n ce man is 

the oily c eatu r e o f God wh o s h a r es se n ate life in co mmon 

wit th e an i a l s a nd r at i ona l l i f e with t e an ~els, 1e . ust 

translate, .y mea n s o f hi s . easo n , those ob; ects .:.sibl e to 

hi s se ns es into eality . The hea th e 1s kn ew e t ter h ow "to 

suc k Divinity f om t'1 e l owers o f Nat ur e" t a n we to "ay o, 

says B owne. T e y "knew bet t e r ow t o joyn a nd r ead these 

.1ys tic a l L tte s th a n we C:iri s ti a ns 0 (Wor s, I , 21) . The 

"ys ti ca l Le tter s" are a pa r e nt t o th e se nses, but if or e is 

t o _eco n s tru ct t e esse ce o divinity , th e n 01e m s t se 

his - ea.::,o . In th e f · st b oo o f th e ":.e igio He i ci, B owne 

esc rib es th e e-o rd a~ ne cou se o f na t e as a circ l e 

(Work s, I, 22) ; t1is is the i c l e o f t1e JO y a nd t1e · lesh . 

It one is t o 1nderst an t1e orc e ing o f na tur e wit tin this 

c:rc e , one must g o e o nd the ~1 es a nd~ e se ns a t e; t hi s 

a n oes t ou · .. ea~o ~ . A a i1 pi e :n up th~s · ma e o f the 

ci e ia b oo t wo, owne says that a tl ou h t1 e three 

un r e a nd six ty de r ees hi s les , th ey do no t Ii it 

1is ind (larks, I, 91) . So it is the reason, whi ch a 
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sla e s ith t e a ng e l s, th a t e na bl es B owne t o int e rpr e t t e 

·i s.: bl e '' ign a tt r es" o · na tu e a nd t o 1nde rst a nd th e 

in ' is l e "esse nc es" whi c a e Go' . 

r, · c r ocos mis m in ".e l i gi o !·le d ic.;.." 

In hi s a :r-ti c l e on t he micr ocos m, Rudolf All e rs 

di st ing "s bes six v a r iatio 1s o f th e t eo y o f ep it omiza ti on , 

a dding th a t in one way o· anot he r a ll of th ese ha ve bee n 

e mpl oyed by Neo - Pl ato n ·s ts . 3 2 It is si gnifi cant, Al l e r s 

thinks ,t h at a ll o f th ese the o i es appear to a g eate r extent 

ct,ring the Gre a t .i:e nais5a nce t a n in other Re na is sa nce 

per·ods . After ex a mining the c l ose relati onsh:p betwee n 

mac r o- ·crocosmistic th eo ies and Neo- Pl atonis m, Al l ers 

co ncl ud es tat t he G ea t Re naissa nce was a distinctively 

Nee- Pl ato ni c pe iod . Th e six f or ms o f .i c r ocos mis tha t e 

di sc usses in 1is artic l e a e these : "e l e , e nt aristic,n 

"struct r a ," "holistic," "sy o l istic," "psyc h o l ogica l ," 

and " me t a 10:r.ica l" mi c . ocos is 1. 

"El e rne nt a risti c" mi c r ocos mi s m is t1 e sim es t f orm 

o f th e t eo ry o f - e co ~ es onden ce be t wee t1 e ",;,-reat wor ld " 
0 

a n t. e " i ttl e vo.cld ," s t ati ng as it does t 1at "1.a n co ntains 

wi thin is b ei g a ll t1e e e e~ts o w ic h t e world 

co s ists . " 33 .1a n., as ve ll as th e g ea t world , s twof o 

" v isi 1 acco din tote ! ody , in v isi ·l e a cor d i ~ t o t'e 

3 2A1 e , op . c it . , p . 3 19-407 . 

33 1 id ., p . 32 ~ . 
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son. e o spi ~it . n3 4 I 1 co mon wit th e o y o f t e ac j_. ocos , 

a shares t e 11~e of ] a nts a 1d ~ni as, a n wit t' e p~rit 

i th e mac ocos , .mn s h a · ... es a t:!.onn.l owe rs o f th e a n ls . 

a n is t e o ~ y c ea tu e in th e 1ac r oco sm that ca i es w· t1in 

him t e ~tages of existe r ce w 1·ch a re compre e nd e d in th a t 

gr at wor . ; as a conseque 1ce , r a 's posit i on i. the univ erse 

is uni q ·e- he is t e mid l e ,k ·n the gr ea t c ha in o f be· ng , 

Ii ing as he d oes as a l'nk e t wee n th e s he . es o n matte a d 

sp it . It is f or this r easo n t a t he concep of ti e c hai n 

of be· ng . l a ys s u c h a n ii po t a t ptL .. t in n.icr oco smi s tic 

th eo ri es. This concept is central to t1e Neo-P ato ni s. o · 

Browe . 

The bas .:..c oc trine o f ma 1 .as co mpen di u of t 1e 

l e v e ·s o f existe ce is f ou in it s pure state ·n the 

eligio l .. e ici . In this wo--k r owne says th a t a lth oug 

t ere is only o. e worl to t hes e se ( t at ·s, on ly t e 

worl ' s body ·s : _own by the senses), " t e r e a r e t wo t o 

r easo , th e one v isib e Lt o y] an d th e othe i v is i,. e 

G, o 1] " ( W o s , I , 43 ) . eca se o f a . of God ' s creat r es 

on1y a li ves i n b oth worl s, l!e ·s calle by B owne "that 

eat an t ue m, w~ ose n a t re ·s isp ose t o 1 · v 
-----

rs e element, but · n 

'· vi .:i d a· 1 ·sti g s 1e wor l s" ( ~10 · ks, I, 43) . " 'le are " ,. 

owne says, "one y t at arp1i b "ovs pi ece b twee · a cor por a l 

34 va l enti e i el, Ast eo l ogi ca l ( _1"'49), 

p . 
' 

q ot e n :Io . s, . c it . , p. 3 2 . 
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.. d Essence, tha - .r 

Ii e1 ~ is ir 1 th· s Uni verse a Stair• or. snifest Scale of 
o:r-etU;ur-es , riaitll!' not <.U.soi derly; o·· ;:,,, oonfi1sion , but 
\1Pitl1 a cof.el.y 11ietbtni a11d pr.eopo1:·t1on. . ··t.,•ee:n creatures 
'l>'" .1eer x· s · ence. aud tn ... ngs of 1 i ... e" there is a 1a1-- e 
dispropo ... -.tion t,1 · ature; 'L~twe n pl a 'l ts , and a;.1 o,. 
e ·eatu es of aeuee, a wi ·"elt difffLen. e; , e ween ~u1 
• ., 1, a f,:t~ -t- at ·e A,t nLd "'f the ol•po:.::-tion bold o:n, 
between it; n aud Angel t~aere sbould oe ye a ~ a e i 
( 1~1..,,~ • .., ~ )· 
· foJ.._, :.: $ :, j. , ~ ~ 

'ICt ,q r . • . 'It 

t ury St .. 

The .:.-eoo. 1 "".1eo .. y o_ 

·ctu.1. al . lf T' ~s ~ 

0~ u 

t1ent o ... . he H le;"'i ands te~ tat _ot only o t 

pa-ts ,. t e m Ctr COS .. 1 ~ 

·~ Ul$0 up e"· e the CO .. J l) • vr iling 

. n the H ;,. WOll 11 7'0 -· () • -. of t 1 · 
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ui c · ocos ,i sm a e fond : t1 e fi~ st, wh e b t e 1.a 

cor r espo nd s tote u iverse, i s ca l e d cos moce ntri c m c r o

cos mi sm; a nd the seco nd i s ca ll a a nt. o oce nt~i c ic o-

COS :r!iS w1e e by th e , iv e r se ·s co ~ pared t o t e man . 

Br owne co mbi n es t· ese t wo co ncep t s in c l a way tat it is 

o ft e n d i ~fi c ult to se pa ate t e . ; however, it wou ld see m 

tn at he · s mor e o ft e n ant opoce ntri c tlan cos ioce ntr ic. For 

inst ance, 1e says t'1 a t " Ma ~ i s t e w· o l e Vo 1 d " (Work s , I, 

8 7) a r;.d that "t here is n o ma n alone, eca us e e v e r y 11 is a 

Mic . ocos m, a nd ca r""'i es .. e w ol e Vorld a b out 1·m" (Worl .. s, I, 

90) • Furth e rmore, "We car y wi th us t e wond e r s we see 1,· 

wi th out us; we a r e t hat b old a d a ·7 e ntur ous piece o f Nature ; 

wh ic he t at s t di es w ·.se y l ea ns i a co mpe n iu:u~ w 1 t 

ot hers l a b ou r at in a divi e a p· ece a nd e nrl ess vol r-e" 

( 'lorks, I, 2 ) . "T e wo 1 d tha t r ega·d i s my se f ; it is 

t e U c ocos m of . y own r a·me t a t I cas t my eye on ; for 

the other, I use it ~ik e my Gl obe, an 

times f or my r ec r ea ti o r " (\iorks, I, 9 ) . 

u n · t r oun ·l s0 .1,e-

"o li s ic" mi c r ocos :mis . .; t1e tl.dr va ri at i o 

e fin e d by A:.l e r s. Ti s is th e c ea t· on of o_ d r in OJ e's 

1 i f e wJ-ich e f 4ec t s tl1 e or .... o f th e mac ..L.·oco s,.. . Tllis , as 

:era n L . Hint ey poi n:s o t , )r ow~ e ce rt a in_ y 

He l o 7 8d the Ana,l ica "1 com. un..:.on . ot t o 1,es ''!. o,1e ' s 
int at gr ea t e w ee l. [ ' .e , cocos ] ; a 1 t a t w·lee 
the whee o God, is t o l ose its e ven mol, i on .o t1e 
c aotic jer· ines s o one's ivat e Ju. e , e • t .3 5 

35 
e taph or o · 

L ·a t '1 c, · T B . . n _ e y , I,.) 1 ~ o .w s r o 
c·rc e.n JHI , "Ii! ( 19 4) , 3 ·3. 

a .1 i t 1e 
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J me nt s ma e y t. ose w o c o o t a tt e r1 t~ e ir liv es a ft e r 

God 's o e r a e u s t a bl e a n "cann ot co 1 sist in th e n a r ow 

o· nt ad ce n e :: o f Virt e with o t a r ee l o s t a g e r t o th e 

Ci r c .. .1.ere ce" ( \io ts, I , ) . 

~t ee r cia l t o t e Neo- l a t on ic · 1 osop hy of 

- ow e · s Al 1 er ' , f o , th t ype o f icroco sm:ism, "s yn,b o ·st· c . n 

Ti s is th e ·nte rp e t atio n o ft e o ·t ward s tru c tu ~e o f n a ture 

in s u c 1 a way th a t 0 1e may a ppr e 1e nd th e in ward esse n ce ic h 

is i fe, ti fi e ' w · th Go ; o . as Brow 1 e puts it, it is .., e 

sucl · n o .. Di vi ·i.i y o . t e fl owers o f na t r e ( or ks , I, 2 ) . 

To i n te-pr t n a t . e i thi s way i t o "ex tr act f o t. t e 

co r _e ncy o _ odi es, o~ r eso lv e t ~ i.gs beyo nd t1 ei· t·r st 

1.atter" (Wo ks , I, 44). If one ➔ oes tis, one 1 ay di sco v 

th e esse 1t ia st uct ~e a nd, an in ry o f God 's c r eatio n ; a n , 

Br owne says, " T1·s is tl e ca use I r ope a ft e he wor s 

o Nat ur e; o n t1· h a n~s t e e v i de nce o f Go " (Wo k s, I, 19) . 

As All e ·s po·nts o·t, nThe sym o _i s t ·c i t e rp e t at·o n l oots 

f or a .ig , e . - ea 1 i ty, ve ry muc · · "f e e r .. t f _ om th e o :·e of 

imme di a t e expe .. · e nce. ,.3 r This d oc tri . · s tl e He r .e ti c 

oc t·"in e o f "si"'na t 1~e . n nFor t e r e a re n:ysti ca :. y it o 

aces ce t ai n C a-acte _ s t e o tt o of 

o Sous, wh e r e in e th a t ca nn o t r a A. B. C. na - ea ou 

•1a t es " (\'o:"'ks , I , 7 4- 75 ). T .. e re a . e a l so myst· c a ly L 

i"at e "C a ac t ers" w ich, r ope l y i 1t e rpret - e , nbl e o e 

3 -All e"'s, o . c i t. , p . 32 7 . 
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to di sc n · e d ' vin e esse nce : 

Fo i n this J ass ox Natu et ere is a set o - ting th at 
ca ·y it tt e i& F o t , thou 1 1ot in Capita Let t e r s, yet 
in St e n oa_ a p y a nd s or t ~ a-acte r s, so me t. in o 
o· vini ty , w ic 1 t o wise r Reaso ns se rv e as Lm ina. i es in 
th e A yss o f K1.~ow e dg e, a nd t o ·udi cio s beliefs as 
Sc a l es a nd ~ ndl es t o J 0 1n~ th e _inacles a nd hig est 

i eces o · i :..ni ty . T11e se ·:•ere Sc hoo · s s a l ne er 
.a ug1 me out o .: t e :Phil osop hy o f He rmes, that this 
·i si bl e Wo. _ is b ta Pi ct ~~ o - t 1 e inv·s·ble, whe r ei , 

as in a Po tra· c t, thirg s a ~e n o t truely, b ti eq i 
oca l s hapes, a n as t1ey co nt erfeit so me . ore real 

s 1 sta nc e in -: a t in"'ris · e ~a bri c k " (Wor ·s, I, 17 ) . 

. he "s i atu es" w i c l a r e ca ~ri e d by a _l c r eat . es of God 

a r e, th e 1, ch 1·~ e a divi~ e co e . How does one tr ans l ate 

th:s co de? This i s don e by a 1 ana ogi cal i nt e ~pr etat i on o ~ 

t1e ~e ns a t e worl . As th e rid Ages brought to .1e 

Sc· iptu es f r ~e ves o ~ interp~etation (t1e lit era l , the 

a 1·ea o• i c al , th e mor a l , a 1. th e a na g og i ca l) so a so does t he 

Aeo- Pl ato ni s t bing t o na 1 ea ~our - Dold mo de o f i nt erp r e

tation; t e a na gogj_c a :. is t 1e t,. a s at i on OJ: si natu es into 

a reality q 1it e e y on. t. e sensi l e world . 

Thee i s littl e, :f a ny , e vi ence o Br owne ' s u se of 

th e fi a l t wo typ es o f i c ro cos mi~m . T esa are th e 

npsyc o . o i ca "an th e "metap o · ca l ." Neit er is as 

c .ose ly assoc i a t e with Neo - a t on ·s . as t) e ot ~er fo r ms 

dis c u sse d . " Psyc ho oa-i ca 1" mi c ocos n i s . is t' e idea t at 

ma ... 1 co n t a in s wi t i 1 11i se _ , wit· o t ~nowi n · t , tl~ e wh ol e 

1ni ;e r se; a comp· e t e _,. .ow e o t ~s ~iv e se ca & exist 

o y ot e ·1ti a : 'y . Pn " 1e t a p1 0· ·c a l" .i c ... ocos m·sm is -ope ly 

n ot t o e co1s·ctere as e in g o nd c · ~n _ iloso y at a ll . 
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Te autlor employing this octr·ne draws p :allels et ·e 

and the iverse only in a poetical oanne: ; does ot 

really intend that hi s metap ho_s be ·a en as se-~ious meta -

phys·cal statements . ttempte l to 

prove that Sil"' Tho.as Browne ' s eo-Plato ism is othi .g .ore 

than metaphorica l inicrocosmis1. • It is r.e gler ' s hy ot esis 

that Browne vas fundamentally a scientist oft e Bae n:an 

~clool , and that he wa not a religiou~ ~an , ut ~ath r that 

reli ion ad n "e mo ional attraction" fo hi. • That Brown 

was primarily a reli ious thinker and a devoti oual scient·st ; 

that he wa oubte ly anti-Baconian , ie _ave already 

atte · pted to po'nt out . And it is inconceivnble that ouch 

a high.ly detailed fo;r-m of Neo-P a tonic icroco,::;.x· s as we 

find in eligio _..1e ici , Hydri~taphia , and T e Garden o-'J Cyrus 

shoul be nothing more th none i finit ely x.tended meta hor . 

Noto ly was rowne thoroughly philosophical in his use of 

the doct ine of the macro-microcosm , but lso , as we~ vo 

show1 , t ·ere is a str· ing co r ..,. spond nee between the t eorie 

whic h clu ereo around this concept an :rowne ; Neo-

37 newey Kiper Ziegle , In 
\ o .. 1 s : Religio n and Rhetoric in the WrTIIngs of Si Tho. as 
Browne (Canbrid ·e , l\0ass .: Harva d Univ . Pri tin · Office , 
194") . 



CHAP'I'E II 

THE CONCILIATION OF . .1ATTER Al PI .. i.IT IN 

HYD I TAPHIA AD THE GAR ENO CY U~ 

The Relationship of Hydrio t aphia to The Garden o~ Cyrus 

In the first section of t1is paper it was our atte4p· 

to demonst ate the c ucial role playe by Neo- Platonisn in 

the history of P naissance philosophy an •'-o show how 

strongly this do tri e in f luence Sir Thouas Browne . Neo

Platonism in Renaissance pe io ds enabled philosophers to 

reconcile the real s of spirit an d matter . But , in the Gre·· t 

Renaiss an ce it wao not enou gh t 1 at N'eo-Platonism could ef f ect 

this reconciliatio1; during that period ·twas necessa-y to 

bring together spi it an ..:1 tte r i.t a def initive fashion 

whic h would enco 1pa s oth t e ro l d an d .an, to find 

meeti g g1ound fo tie infi ite ad the fi ite ot only i 

the worl d but also in 1'ilan . This Renaissance :r eo-Platonists 

d i d through t he doctrine of microcosraism . .tan bee e " 

little Worl d , " ·n every way a r eflect on of t_e larger 1orl d . 

As a result of this parall-1, any statenen .ade reg rig 

the nut al inclusive n ss o · the fle h s ~rit 1 s true o 

the worl ' s m tter ai p.:.ri t, and . 1 y ... eco1 c · 1iation ,aa e 

t yeen th t ·,o 1.atureo of the . acroco..,. ias lik wise true 

34 
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of he ·licrocos :i . 

We ex i1ed Browne's Neo-Platonis. s revea e i 

the ____ ici and sav that he , too , utilize thi 

doctrin to bring toget er the polar ies of spirit nd 

-1atter , fait1 and scienc, infinite and finite . Because the 

apex of his devotional p ilosophy was rnicroc os mis~ , Browne 

wa able to see the mystic 1 -nion of tvo natures in man as 

a r flection of the my tical union of two matu_es in the 

world . ~an as " hat amph.biou iece between corporal 

and spi i tual Essence" (\' or s, I , 43) , even as the world , C! 

composed of two natures ; fo. this reason ,1an n1s an epitome , 

"a compendium , n of the m crocosm , and, a"" such , was unlike 

tle othe- creatures of God , being t em ddle li1~ int e 

chain of bei g . To summarize, then , Bowne esta lished in 

th R ligio Iedici t e a allel between the .1ic ocosn an 

th.e macrocosm to be that o the 1 u ·-ual inclusiveness of 

tter nd spi it . He did b "s in discurs·ve pro~e . 

Ho '!fever, in Hydriotaphia and The Gar en of Cyrus, Bro\1ne ' o 

infinitely subtle diptych , for such it ust be con idered , 

the exploration of the realm of matter int microcosm nd 

the nacrocosm (Iydriotaphi) and the r alm of th-a spirit 

(The Ga den of Cyrus) is acco plished in a symbolic or 

purely artistic Banner . 
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Iydriot 1ia an Te Ga: en o _______ ....;;... __ -- -- Cy 1s: 

"a right li1' cl.re " 

I 5 Si1 Tlom s Browne publisled toget1er in one 

vo u.e ad The Garden of Cyrus . A4d as Geoffrey 

.. nes points out ·n hi edition of the tvo worts , 

Until co~n ratively recent tirues Hydr iota phia and The 
Gn en of Cyrus were not rinted separately , having been 
properly ecog .. ized as twin stars in t·e firmam nt or 
literature which night not be ivorced, alt1ough their 
su jects were so diver e as the bur ial custo s of the 
a cie.ts ·nd t·e iology of the quincunx (Works, IV, 
vi.i) . 

Further than this imple sta te ment of affiliation , Keynes 

ioes not sp culate 01 tle relat·on betwe e n the two es~ay . 

l h · , then, had he called these "twi n stars in t ... e firmamen · 

, of lit rature"? Qurely 11is w snot the position which osse 

n Sir Tomas Browne , that "U was too ------
s a t to be ubl · .__.hed y i t..,elf, an the_ e£o e t 1cre \1as 

-= d e to it a treatise [ T e G:: r en £..:. Cyrus l on which 

ro ne , ap rently at the sa· c time , ha b e ;ro:rking . " 8 

Ce ~a·· ly the re ation o t e tro es ay~ is ot si1 ly 

te.:·tuul re ation.:..hip , b" t rather a relation of subject 

:m tter . O ly eno gb, ch snot been until within the last 

ten yea 4 "S that there have bee a y significant tte Jpts to 

___ n of Cyrus . Of these atte pt , 

Gosse,£._ . cit ., p . 121 . 

9Although it is maint 
cot.lete without The Gr en o 
c it ., p . 17 , thi~ork by no 

nd T1 

fa t 1e ost 



comple· e has been Fran - L . Huntley ' s . Ho~ ve , 0 Si~" Thomao 

Browne : The .el. . .i.tionc-hip of Urn-Bur· al to Garden of Cyrus" 

su ff ~rs fron the autlorts f ilure to associt t ese essays 

·ri th t e larger bac ~ ro nd of Browne's Neo-Pla tonisr.1 .. 

That Br wne intended thes e two ess ays to be read 

toget1er, he himself indicates in "The "1'p ·stle De .icatory " 

of The ·ar den of Cyrus : - . - . 

Tha we con·oyn these parts of different ubjects , or 
that this The Garden of Cyrus ] ehoul succeed tue other 
~-driotap hia ; Your j dgement will admit without impute 
of i1cong r i ty; Since t e d -lightfull ~orld comes after 
d ath, and Paradise suceeds the Grave . Since the verdant 
state of things is the ~ymbole of the Hesur:rection , and 
to :rlourish in the state of GloryfJ we must first be sown 
in corrupt·on (Wor~s, IV, 67 ). 

This passage not only i die tes the relationship of E.ydrio 

aphia to The Garden of Cyrus but als o ·ndicates the icrocos1-

macrocosm relation in these essays . Te "Grave" is the place 

· n w ich the m · croco,....1 is no thin,. but ¥oa tter ; the spirit 

sleeps - his is associ.,.te with ttco ruption in the macrocosm ." 

L·· 1tewise , the purely opir · tua state of t wicrocosm , 

"Paradise ," is associated with "t .. e verdant .::,tate o:-i. thi gs " 

L.1 the ri1acrocosm . 

As Bro~ne had reconci ed fait and science in the 

Religio ,ruedici, he now uni ·ies the pol rity ex·sting bet ween 

treat ent of the re la · on etween t. e t 10 ei:;Js2.ys. ,!ore 
co 1plete treatments 01: this proble are oun in 11....arg ret A. 
Hei 'e: nn , "Hydriotaphi 11 Th G e.1. of Cyr : A P raco,~ 
~.nd a Cosmic Vision, n Univ . of'i'oronto Qu terly , X X ( 95 ) , 

3o-46 , n , the mo e co .• lete, Fr nl . huntiey, " ir Tho n s 
Browne : The c.ealtionship of Urn uurial to Gar en of yrus," 

P , LIII ( 95~), 2 4- 19. 
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.at er a s irit in Hydr'otaphia ~nd The Ga en of Cyrus . 

T,. sy ol which he eL ploys fo.: tl is pu- pose is the " i ht 

Of Figure Pl to made cloice to illustrate the 
o ·· r-1 o e so 1 , bo h of t e wo "ld - ·1 ·· . an [ it lies 

mine ] ; w~ · 1 he •elivere ~hatGod d!vide the · 10Ie 
co1j nction engtl wise , ccor in to figu~e of a Gre k 
x, and t~en tu n·ng it a out reflected it into a circle ; 
By the ci·cle · 3plying t e n~fo-m motion o~ the fi t 

rb , n by t e r·· r.(1 1 ines , the p a et ic4; · an va:c · ous 
motio · s with"n it . And this lso with ap.licatio_ unto 
th soi 1 of aan , wlich bath a do b ~e a pect , o e .ight , 
uhe"e y it beholdctl the ody , ad object wit-out ; 
anothe · ci_ .. cul,, r and recipr cal , whereby it beho det it 
self . Th ci cle declaring the 1:1otion of t e indivisi le 
sot_ , s·i.p e , acco····ding to tie divinity of ··ts nature , 

n returni,a ~nto it self ; t e ribht ines respecti g 
the ration pe taining unto sense , an vebetation , and t he 
centr 1 dectss ·on, thew erou< cnn.ecxio of the 
sevc all faculties conjointly ·nones bst ce . And o 
conj oyned the unity an ua i ·y of the soul , and made o t 
oft re ~ubstances so 1uch consid e by h' ; That is , 

1 indivisi:le or ' i · in, Abe iivisille or corpore 1 , 
and that thir , which w s the Systasis or har.ony of 
those two, int e ystical dec,ss ·cion (Wo {S , IV , 117) . 

This sym ol, which Browne picked p frrn his -ea ing oft e 

Ti~ aeuu, the ri , ~ a clo e rea 1·1 of the bo e a 0 e will 

re-e 1 , pictu~es the image of th spirit as a c· cle and , 

wi~hin tis, t e 1,age of ruat·e1 a another ci cle . The 

c :"cle of spiri co mpre nds the ci_"cle of m tter; these are 

jo' e twice at ri.h~-angles . Bro ne ca· th se connectio s, 

"1ystical decus ... ationc:o 9 " uthe ystasis o har,ony" o" 

he fin' ea d ;.1fi11ite ci: .:-c eo. Te. ·ore, t1·s circl -

in-ci cle beco s 'he e itoue of .. own 's ~ o- 1,to ic 

· t'e1 t o un"fy · e duality of s :rit an. m-t er . Ag ~e 

ha e al · .. ea y note · n quoti f ·o. t de c tio. o" The 
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Ga e n of Cyrus , Browe associ te d Hydriot a ph ia wit h t he ab s en c 

o spirit i n bot h mun nn d nature , an d The Garde n of Cyrus i it l 

th e prese nce of spirit i n b ot h . Th is alone would e nable us 

t o r ealize t ha t ydriotap h ia is an explor a tio n of t he i ner 

circle nd t hat T' e Garden of Cyrus is an exploratio n of t he 

ou t r circle . However , conclusive poof of t h is r e at io ns h ip 

s f ou nd i n a str uct ur al exa mi natio n of t . e two essays . 

Fro m h is i nnu era b le re ere nces to Pyt ha oras i n bot 1 

essays a nd i n t he Reli g io Medici, we are not su · pris e d t o dis 

cover t hat numerically c onsidered Hydriotap h ia a nd Te Garden 

of Cyrus are see n to be co mple me ntary pa rts of a whole . Eac h 

treatise as five c hapters , t he number wh ic h Browne says " is 

re marka b le i n every Circ l e" (Works , IV, 95) . Bot h e s s ays are 

parts ; to get her t hey make ten , whic h Brow ne un dou btedly kn ew was 

t he Pyt ha gorea n nu1 ber of totality . As t here ca n only be tota 

lity i n a co mbi natio n of matter and spirit, t l ere ca n only be 

tot a lity i f t he five c 1apte r s of t i e one essay are ad ded to t he 

five of t he ot he r . As a co nseq ue nce , t o separ a te Hydriotap h ia 

fro m The Garden of Cyru s is to s epa r ate t he i nn er c i rcle f r om 

t he oute r circ l ; it is to sepa r ate matter fr om spi r it, t he 

f i n i t e f rom th e i nf i n ite . The re l atio n of t Lese two essays is 

t he r e l atio n o f t he ri 0
ht l i ne to t he circ l e ; Hydriotap h ia a nd 

The Garde n of Cyrus to o-et he r a r e "a ri h t l i n ' d ci r cle." 

The or ganizatio n of bot h essays r e l ec t s th ei r s ubj ec t 

ma t ters . Hydriotap h ia is th e i n r ci r c l e of matte r fr om 

whi c h God ' s spirit is a bse nt ; it s t he p i mord ia l c haos . 
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The organization of the material in this essay is chaotic - its 

division into five chapters is arbitrary and meaningless . There 

is no continuity , no logical development in Hydriotaphia ; ir 

short , as chaos , it has no for . Disorder is a fitting 

"organization" for an essay which treats of spiritless atter 

and a man-centered world . The Garden of Cyrus , on the other 

hand , is a highly organized work . This is fitting in a work 

which , William P . Dunn points out , has as its "golden theme 

' All things began in order ; so shall they end , and so shall 

they begin again'" (Wo ls , IV , 125 ). 40 The subject of this 

treatise is a search fo4 the Quincunx (design) in the produc

tion of man , in nature , and in the Idea of God . Setting forth 

the proposed order of the essay , Browne sub-titles The Garden 

of Cyrus , The Quincuncial Lozenge , ~ Net-Work of the Ancients , 

Artificially , Naturally , iystically Considered . And although 

the essay has five chapters , Browne divides it into three 

corresponding parts . Frank L. Huntley delineates these three 

parts for us : "The first t·wo chapters a e the"artificial" ; the 

central chapter , the "natural" ; and the final two chapters , the 

"mystical" considerations of the quincunx . "41 Each of these 

divisions is approximately twenty pages in length . Thus we see 

that through the structure and organization Browne unmist akably 

indicates that these two essays are parts of a whole, "a right 

lin'd circle . " ,!Iydriotaphia represents "t1e right 

40 nunn , op . cit ., p . 129 . - -
41Huntley , "The elationship of Urn Burial to Garden 

,~ ojr~e," ~06 , fn . 12 . 
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i1es respectin the 1otion ertaining unto se se , a 

circl in· the ot·on of the indivi'ib e soul , si pl , 

acco ·ng to the divinity of its nature , ad returning u1to 

it self" (lo.,,. c:::. IV 117 ) .,_ ... , ' . 
Of the relationship between Hydriotaphiu a1d The 

Garden of Cyrus Htntley says , "One cone rn..:i eath 0 the other 

life ; o e the bo 1 ?, the other the soul ; one pas s ions , the 

other reason ; one accident , the otbei design ; o e substance , 

the o er f or 1.. "42 As Browne pointed out int e ication 

to The Garden OI Cyrus, Hydriotaphia is a picture of eath 

in the worl and ma , existence wi.thout spirit . The Garden 

of Cyrus is a pictu e of ife in the world nd in an . The 

fo~"mer wor · s t e "G .... ave , " and the latter , up radise . " 

S irit is absent in botl the world and in man in the o e , 

and p esent in the other . Hydriotaphia t_eatc of a In-

centere world ; Te Garden o- Cyrus t ea ·s of Goa- centere 

wo~1ct . Th tone of ' ydriotaphia is o e of gloo~ , de pression , 

a __ d dar "ness -i t is the picture of the blacl ne s of · da k 

phys·cal and aterial world . n the ot1er land , The Garden 

of Cyrus is an opt·:mistic prese_tation of the s irit,al 
~ 

nat re of nan • s existence in God's world . In tr i wo--k , 

Bro ;rne i telli1 his readers th t a ca s nature ,,. he 

esi n of God ; he only has to loo~ beyonc .an . If , o 11eve .. , 
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h ooA only at ~an ad rega-ds hi, as not a me i m for the 

~ .. oly S )i .. it, then he :vill live in the at 110s Jhe e of Hy - io -

S ·, ce both essays nre co 1ce . ·ned w. th the spirit of 

God , its absence or presenc , we voul d do well to recall 

B~ovne 's Neo-n1ato ic nee tion of this s pirit int e vorld 

nd the Holy Spi it in man . When God create~ the ,orld , his 

first ecree was , "Let there be Light ," und wit this 

illmninatio , or der ca·1 ii to the macrocos::i . The formless 

chaos was given ·orm , rvhich Browne calls "that streight an 

regular line , that settled and const nt cou se the Wis dom of 

Go h th ordained the actions of is creatures accor ing to 

t· eir several :in s 0 (Works , I , 21) . This ordering spirit 

in the macrocosm Bi 'O\l ne symbolize by the sun and its 1 ight . 

·wnen darkness shall again descen d and the sun cease to 

light th world, chao shall again come to the matte of the 

ea~th . Thus Browne ssociates God's proje ction of the Idea 

in bis Intellect with the light o the sun . 

The Holy pirit in 1.1an, as we h ve al --eady shown , is 

unlire the worlds irit . Spirit in rran is . "li ght invisible" 

and qualitatively unli~e the oyilbolic light oi the au., vhich 

is visible . owever, in one of the deeply H r netic poe.s in 

the 

rs.et pho··i al a sociation between the li ht fro he sun 

ill 1 .i .. ting nat r an tl e light frm Go· "ill 11inatin:::;' ' 

• • 
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As , w . e n th e 1a 0 .1 in,. 111 at v--o ht l is t ac 
Up t o t t op o : l o ~ty Ca n cer' b ac k , 
The y i e Ocea n c r ac i:s, the · oze i 'JO . 

Th aw w ·th th e ·1 at o ~ ti1 e Ce sti a l co 
So, w~e n ~y a Lse nt ea : s b e giL · ' ' 1 a rt 
A~ain a So lsti ce 0 1 y fr oze n hea rt , 
~;fy wit te ~ ' s o 1 ' r , .y d ... --oop: nc{ spi .. its s ing , 
An e ve ry pa rt r e, ·~ e~ · nt 

~t i fT '1y q i c kni easaw' .1i e ec lL e, 
Ad w· t ti e~ Ii, t b: e ss. o t .i s Ob o ~ n 
A ch il · y os · su_ p.2i set l e re ry r ,e1 ·er, 
Andi th e ,ids t o f JJ e I f ee l. ce mbe . 
0 how th·s ea . t ly e per dot h-. - , ase 
Th _10 . e ·o , i t · s her . mb e p la e; 

a o~e wina 1 at• r e e ver o tl a spire 
To ·eac 1 th a t pl ac e whe r ce f "rst it too its f~r e . 
These ~l a mes I feel, whi c. iJ y hea rt dot · well, 
A•"e .1ot T y uea ms, b t ta e he .: fir e fr o, r e l 1 : 

que Ctl th e· a l , a ~ _e t Thy Li t divine 
Be as the S 1. t o th ·.s poor rb o f ~Ji ~e; 
An to T ~Y sacr d opiri t conv rt those f ·.r es, 
Whose ea rthly mes c l oa my e vout aspi e . 

( orls, I, 40 -4 1 ) . 

The d · ff ere nc ~Jetw ee n t·le ac r ocos misti c s .. it a , d 

t he mi c r ocosn i stic pi . it is t)e i ·e re e e t ee n the 

i.dir ect a nd t e iirect ex t e nsi u o f God . Ti is the ~ea on 

t ha t tle a tt er a r f e rr e d to a t e llo y Splr it . Or e r 

th e worl a _d · t· e 111,erse is o~wa in e 1 by Go -it i a 

ii xe .. a tt .... ibut e . In r::a n , o·-- .... 1 is co ·.ne c t e 

faculty to per ce i- j-': ; t.. a t . · + 1s, ma;.1 can e _ 1 

J e , o- h can c ~e ate a H a e 1 ror himsel~ . 

T"1l1s the So o .' 1:1an may he :i. Hea .•en a ny whe r e, 'e _ 
w· thin the 'mi .s o f ~i s own p o_e o y ; a nd we n ·t 
ceas th to liv e :a he ·o y, :t ay ·erai · nits own 
so, , tl at is, is c_·eator : a nd iu s we a y say th a t 

t . Pau ·-, wl et e r i · . -t:re Jody, or o, t o ' t: e .,1o dy , was 
yet in Hea .,·en ( Wo k , I, ~ ) . 

It is t erefore , a n 's c l o · e whether h wi 1 .11a' e o hi l i · 
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a Hea v e n or a £ e ll . T. e "o: e r ~s tie l i }e oz t~ e se ~ses ; 

t 1e l at te·_ , ·': -,e if e o r- · t e li~ e ,, ce a .· r easo 1 • 

T11 s it is t a t 1.a n may ei !~e ::- 'e a n 'a n..:.na J " or a n 

"a n.ge _ . rr As th e " gr ea t a n t:r •e A ph1bimr 1" ma n sha · ·es t e 

" a c 1 ty o ~ t e se nses w ·. t > t.1. e a1 im a 1 s a ta t o f easo n 

a n ·nt li _;e n e wi th th e a 1ge l s. He a ign o_e t1e "wa r:1 

; a l e a n· ge '}tle -·e1 t.:l a tio n " o f t .e o l y sp· it a nd kn ow 

o:nl y th e i, i s i e WO J r . Or e t .a y, --i e t 1e a ge ~.s, exe c is e 

hi s r easo ., fl 1 0W thino-s y f o ms, !f an., oeco me awa r e o f t e 

invi s ·.hl e WO ·1 d 
..... ' n ow iv:,.g " t e Spirit of Go 

' 
th e i i1--e and 

sci 1 till a t.:.on 0,... a t n obl e a nd , i~_ty Esse nce, 1 • W.11. C . is t~ e 

lif e a n d r a ical h eat o f Spi :r i t s" ( Wo lrs , I , 4 0) . As we 

h a v e a lr ea dy p o i n t e J. out , r ea s on , , . 01 gh th e · .. t e . p.1~etatio1 

o f signati r es , e n a bl es ma n t o 1- ow God; it ena l>l es 1, a n to 

transce nd is ci . c l e of ~. es h a nd kno w his o_igin . Fl es h i s 

the pr:s~ o se o t½e so u. , says ~owne, a 

exe rcise th ei _ r easo 1s l o. th e kn ow e'~ e a 

me n must 

· :ie gl orifi ca-

t io n o f God . ~aso . , rightly i~ ec t e , a kes lif e a wors1ip 

o God: 

Sea rc1 w i e thou w· 1t, a n l t t1y en on g o 
To r a nso me Truth, e ven t o th ' Abyss e_ow; 
~a lly t,e sc a tte-e Caus es; a nd ha t l ine, 
Whi c h Na tu.re t '!v • sts 1 e a J .e t o · nt w··.n e . 
I t is t y Ma k e y>• s wi l .! , f o _ 11t o n one 
u t unto !lea.so c a r \~ 'e r b k:1ow . 

T 1e ~,i s d o k~ ow -.hee, t·.t th ooe da r.r:1' ...,. 1e t eo r o 
f),ild n o t t1 Gl ory, b.t co ~n:o ·nd t 11y C:r ~~t•1 s . 
•reac h 1 .y i.n ea v ou::s so 1y wor ., .,,.:o r ea , 
That 1 a :.:-1 ·• ig tl. em :.n t ! e ; I rray -.:...o~ee 1. 
Gi -1e tl o my r easo .1 tl n t i 1st ..... t · ~,e fli; , 
\ h ose wea ry wings 1 y on t 1y h a n ~ 

Teac h me to soa 1~ a o .. t, . et e - e so, 
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hen neer the Sun , to stoop again below . 
Thus shall my humble Feathers safely hover , 
And , though near Earth , more than the Heavens discover . 
And then at last , when homeward I shall drive 
Ric1 ith the Spoils of Nature to my Hive , 
There will I sit like that industrious Flie , 
Buzzing Thy Praises , which shall ne ver die , 
Till Death abrupts theE , and succeedin Glory 
Bid ne o on in a more lasting story (Worls , I , 18-19) . 

Hydriotaphia : "the right lie" 

Hydriotaphia is an examination of t1e in,er circle of 

matter in both the nacrocosm and the icrocosm . This is t e 

circle of flesh and chaos ; it is the dark material world 

ri th out spirit . Aan does not seek his God in this world ; he 

does not use his reason , but only his senses . He directs 

his energies toward the glorification of hiJ elf , the 

perpetuation of himself . For this reason he vainly and 

pathetically strives after immortality in the realm of 

1 ortality , seeks eternity in the time-bound flesh . The 

world in which 'e lives is visible to the senses ; but , 

ironically , man perceives the world as animals do when he 

relies only on his senses . lydriotaphia is the worldwithout 

spirit or form . And the man who lives herein is a man 

without God ; his life is the vanity of human life turned in 

upon itself . 

The men in Hydriotaphia know only throu 0 h immediate 

sense perception-they do not exercise their intelligences in 

the interpretation of divinity reflected in the world . Hence 

they a e animals - this is one of the theies of t1e essay : 



A imal , in es , ut nn is 
0 )0 i ve , sole nti~ e 

and 
nd s 

~ i th equal 
i the .. n -·a1 y 

, or oA, i e on of 
" · s tur ___ , IV , ) • 

To ve s an a1ima 1 he we live" 

resurrection , and lie w tho t t· is o e is ' va ity an a 

str vin a ·ter tLe ,ind .' 

The sombe. 1a e o Hydrio .,ap! ia s t .... i,::t: • 11 i 

f 

od- i ecte • T io vor1, 1 ~ e ' s, cc e iastc . The nost 

equently occ n , 

o t the · o ed e of the Cruei·i ·o "va n- ·l ory" n 

eath, )ecause it out t e ,,. of 

no ·o~ for lif -a_te·- ea h . 

s B~owne•s .. •:resta ent • and i a· .ist c -etho ~ i ~ irony • 

Thou :rh 1, en strive f r sensate 

e is not u li"e "a ialo ue between two 

the \~0'1 ° ; .:.t i · a 0 Aiscour. e in P at ' s 

of the v nity o tie ~ 

en~ea s ~~fle te _n t e 'k o.l ge ' 

l. ia . A though t".)ro;; ne tell~ Ud tha it 

to sle light 0 th 1.scove!'y 0 "four·y 

. 
::, 

o. 

exe vate "1 a iolc 0 0 ( 1 si g a.J not 

a t" ( orl_! , IV , 14), ve come away fro. ·he 

ittle 0 ~ o iledge of the e ur s t an e 

rely ensate .. owl e i vai .. 1ot .. 

H 

y t 

e by y drio-

his il te t·on 

fi y Urne H 

nont·1s 

o-o.ay t 

nnd be ore . 

on y !) cau it 



. a_· s o i: i a 1 a a 1 · n,a a l so eca 1se it i s ma.-ce 1t ed 

k.1owl e d e . It is k!10W .. e e wt1i c oes o t see . a n un er -

stan j_ 1 . o ~ Go . Atteppts to 1 nderst a ... lif e - a ter--...ea tl 

n ot di ec t e l a •d 1id e byt e h oe of Chri st i a n resurrectioL 

a r e i .ewise va ~n . T e a as who d'd ~ot ·n w Crist and 

who t o specu l a t e oJ t e at e o ~ a fte~-life we-e 

s triv:n a f e r t e wind . Tlei a , ient t heo ies were a ed 

on co 1cep ti ons o a ugme nt e d ea rth_y b iss . .~ t 1ese - ro i ngs 

Br owne says, " Ve e t :e ·1ap * i11esse o f ... he nex t wo d as 

, c l ose ya J e nded as th e f e l· cit i es of th~s, it were a 

ma rty rdome to liv e" ( Wo_k s , IV, 0) . 0 th e ot her h a n , 

Pa g a .s wh o p 1iJ osop _J. · ca l T h o e d f o ·· m ort a l i ty 1 i., e "at 

t a t dis ad va · ta a o f ·1 e, whe n n e n co d ay 1 · t t l e o~ 

ft rity , but -Prom r ea;:,on" (Work s, IV, 41). hey ,,. n t 

tn ow Clri st a nd Chri stia ~ hor . ne es 1 o · th se 

n .. is i~ected, ~-ai n sec l a t.:. ons was t at a de ceased pe.so n 

vo 1ld b e bu~ ied with ni s e· t y goo ds, ena > ·ne hi m t o 

co tinu e h is exist c i t . .1e . e t wo~ ld 

this . T_es c us o s _ own demo1.:.sh es wi t h a 

a d .one i n 

0 

ma st e ful iro ny by sayin ~ th a t post e i y w!l ap l aud thes 

r a ,e o bj ects beca u se t y a r o. in· ·i ni.t e a lu i co .pi · 

hist ori es a n 

Pr: e a d l e s~ Je pag a s to se t '~ w o ta1·ty ' by 

esta ish 4 n. their n a .es i mo~t a l ne . or y . t 

... ei<Yh t o case most pope a Te a l on e 

t a n th e u a ti o o f he :r a es a ~t e: ea It s 'n 
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at~re of a 1 t o f org e t ; " th :- 10 a t i o t e anai ~st the 

Opi um o f t i1 .e" (Worl...s, IV , 4 5) . 

bee n na st a t ha~ bee n v ese ·e d i n he sessio ns of 

no_ta l:t y . ut I a t ~rony i ·s tha a n ' s names ot ld 

be -e mem ere ct a n is dee ds f o o tt e n o· th at ~ost re1~ be r 

a t .ose w o a e ee n do so ~ e v il ee s! Almost 

i . variab _y, th ose na es w. "ch a_e wo tty of r erre ,b rance a_e 

t l.ose w1i ch are st L_ th " in "qu·ty o f ob i yrion . u In 

·ac t , says Br ow 1e, uwt t h o t t · .. e f avo r o f t e e ve rl asting 

re ., .:.s t er t e ~i s 4: a~ ha d ~)e n as · nkn ow?1 as the l a st, and 

·et bus e . a 1's l ong l"f e t a d ee . j is only Ch. on ic l e'' (Wo•ks, 

T~1e v-a :;..i ty o·" the ri ope .... o.... i1i.uorta · ty, or a ... _y 

pate nt :r- o.n o .) vi o , in p_es e r ratio ns ~ l ow th e Moon" 

(£ - ks, IV , 4~ ) r ece iv es ~ts ultim a t e exp res sio n in Br owne •~ 

de ib erate co . f sio n o f he ~ol y upirit Wit1 t1 e l ig t f_o 

a~ ~- ·-g fu1 e r a l py e : 

Life is a p r e fl a -;,e, a n we liv e ·)y a n L v isi bl e 'un 
withi1 1s . A on a ll f i r e sv f~ iceth f or· :f e, g~ea t fl a~ g 

see me too 1·ttle a ft e r deat h , while e n vai nl y a ~f wct 
recio 1s py . es, a 4id -~o bur 1 lil: e 0 a .rd a na a. s ••• n 

(.!_ or ·s, IV, 48-49) . 

h"s image epitom'zes, as .:t we re , the ia ni ty o f t 11e 1ci ~_ts 

wh .::101.1 ht immorta i ty wi tl n tL e cL:c l o f t 1e .r s h . 

o f co urs e, er ~ e d ~Jeca use t .ey di n ot r eco n · ze .. _e Fo y 

Spi ~t as that .art o • r n i ty :.1 th er se · ,es . Th ii;ll · s 

g eat er~o r o ft e ma n- ce · t e r 

a nim a s . 

_·- e , t e se nsua li e o 

' - y ' 
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As J . M. Cline4 3 po ints out , the atmosphere of 

,Hydriotaphia is almost unbearably somber . All na ture is 

dar• and decaying . In this essay t here is no vegetable 

growth ; there is no light , save the flicke ing gleams from 

funeral yres . All nature is sterile . However , this 

atmosphere is not , as Cline would seem to indicate , a 

reflection of Browne ' s total view of life . This is only 

half of Browne ' s attitude toward existence . Cline has made 

the error of taking the part for the whole because h2 does 

not read Hydriotaphia and The Garden of Cyrus as one . How

ever , the primor dial darkness which characterizes Hydrio-

taphia is a reflection of Browne ' s view of existence without 

God ' s spirit . And , ore specifically , this atmospheric tone 

seems to be a reflection of the earth in a chaotic state , 

this state being characterized by the reign of darkness . 

While the crepuscular atmosphere of Hydriotaphia 

suggests the gloom of chaos , Browne employs more immediately 

the urns as sy1bols of the for less condition of chaotic 

matter . This symbol is establishe through his identification 

of the urns with the womb in chapter three . We are told of 

the variety of urn shapes , some large, "containing above a 

gallon , Some not much above half that measure . " Moreover , 

some have necks , but 

43 James M. Cline , "Hydriotaphia , " Five Studies in 
Lite~ature (Universitl of California Publications in 
English ; vol . 8 , no . ; Berkely : Univ . of California 
Press , 1940) , pp . 73 - 100 . 
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The common form with necks was a proper fim.ire ; nor much 
unlike the Urnes of our Nativity , while ve lay in the 
nethe r part of the earth , and inward vault of our 
.Ucrocos me" (Wor s , IV , 23 ) . 

111 Religio fedici Browne had tol d us that "the omb of our 
.. --

,1other" was "the truest ♦• icrocosm" (Works , I , 49) . In that 

womb we had existed as de - for me d material . This is the state 

of unforffi8d material in the chaos of the macr ocosm . And as 

nothing can be ascertained of this amor _ 1ous mass , Browne 

can shed no light on "these esent Urnes" which are nothing 

more than the mute containers of "terra damnata and aged 

cinders . " Although the Walsingham urns are the pr oper 

subject of Hydriotaphia , Browne finds that he can tell us 

nothing conclusive about them . It is "not improbable , " he 

says , that these urns were b1rial containers of "Romans , or 

Brittains Romanized" ; however , "there is no assured 

conclusions . " Of the date of these urns , we are told that 

there is "nothing of more uncertainity . " Most urns which 

are unearthed fro m a few feet below the LOOts of vegetables 

contain coins or metals which enab .e antiquarians to 

establish the urns ' date of deposit . These urns , thoug h , 

contained no such objects . 

Hydriotaphia is, then , in structure , in or anization , 

and in subject matter truly a picture of "the right lines 

respecting the motion pertaining unto sense , and vegetaticm . " 
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The Garden of Cyrus : "the circle" 

If the urns in Hydriotaphia are the symbols of dis 

order in the matter of the macrocosm and of the microcosm , 

then the quincunxes of The Garden of Cyrus are the symbols 

of the God-created order in those worlds . The quincunx is 

"a disposition of five object so placed that four occu y the 

corners , and the fifth the center o a square or rectangle . "44 

The quincuncial arrangement o~ objects reflects , for Browne , 

the quincuncial ordering pTe-existent in the Idea of God . 

As such, it is a refection of th~ spirit of God: it is 

found reflected . in almost all of the creatures of God . If 

one would know the Creator , he has simply to look beyond 

himself and discern the "Essence" of God's art , the pure 

form which is the quincunx .. This Browne does , discovering 

quincunxes in gardens , in groves of trees , in the structure 

of animals , in the movements of men , in art, in archi t ecture , 

in weeds , in elephants , and even in the patterns c1--eated by 

eggs laid by insects . In this way , he sees the spirit of 

God everywhere; he utilizes his reason to extract from sense 

perceptions the essential five-fold or der . 

We have alrea dy discussed the vit 1 relationship 

Browne's Neo-Platonism saw between order and spirit . These 

two are so closely associate d that it is almost i mpossible 

to draw a distinction between the m. Both see1n to exist in 

44
The Oxford Universal Dictionary , e d . C. T . Onions 

(3d rev . ed .; Oxford : Clarendon Press , 1955) , p . l 42 . 
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the I dea of God: spirit in the macrocosm being divine symme

try , and in the microcosm , the Holy Spirit and the ability to 

perceive , with the angels , "the forms of things . " No longer 

the animal of Hydriotaphia , man emerges in The Garden of 

Cyrus as a rational , intelligent creature who is able to 

detect that "part of divinity" wit h in himself . He is able to 

see the order in finite structures as a reflection of the 

infinite harmony which is the method of God . The men of The 

Garden of Cyrus "extract from the corpulency of bodies , or 

resolve things beyond their first natter \! tal ics min e] , and 

• • • discover the habitation of angels" (Works , I , 35 }. 

In chapter two of The Garden we find t he theme of 

this essay ; it is the detection of the invisible nature of 

God throug h the "glassr• of his visible creations : 

And agreeable unto the Gree k expression concerning 
Ch1"ist in the Canticles , looking through the nets , which 
ours hath rendered , He looketh forth at the windows ; 
shewing himself through the lattesse;tb'at is , pa r tly 
seen and unseen , according to the visible and invisible 
side of his nature(Works , IV, 79) . 

The knowledge of the invisible nature of Christ gained 

t hr ough a reasonable interpretation of visible creations is , 

of course, the doctrine of "signatures . " As Browne had tol d 

us earlier in this chapter, the net of lattice-work answers 

to the shape of t he quincunx ; so , here, in this metaphor can 

be seen the end an d purpose of all exercise of man ' s 

intelligence : reasona b le reconstruction of the articles of 
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faith through God-directed knowledge . 

Unlike the chaotic matter in Hydriotaphia , the 

substance of the macrocosm is disposed in awe-inspiring 

order in The Garden of Cyrus . In the latter essay , God has 

extended his spirit to impart form to chaos . As an 

omnipotent artist , God has created the world , leaving his 

"signatures" on all objects . This "signature" is the 

quincunx . The quincun:;; was the array in which the Garden of 

Eden was laid out ; even though the matter of the first garden 

has long since fallen into decay and dissolution , this five 

fold pattern remains , having its being in the Idea of God . 

Also , codified by the Idea are the laws of the progressions 

of the seasons and the organization into day and night ; in 

short, the harmonious sposition of world existed in the 

Idea of God before it was projected into the prima materia , 

before the creation . Order is the essence of God; and 

Browne says , 

All things began in order , so shall they end , and so 
shall they begin again ; according to tbe ordainer of 
order and mystical Mathematicks of the City of Heaven 
(Works , IV , 125) . 

This order , as already pointed out , is mirrored in 

the structure and the organization of The Garden of Cyrus . 

owever , we would suggest further that the pattern of this 

essay reflects the order of the "interchangeable dominions" 

of "darkness and light . " The Garden begins in a blaze of 

"shooting ra yes" from "the diffused light concentrated into 
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Orbes "; and ends as "the uincunx of Heaven runs low . " This 

order is repeated in the fourth chapter in Browne ' s discus 

sion of the fecundity of "seminal principles" : 

Legions of seminal Idea ' s lie in their second Cha os and 
Orcus of Hippocrates ; till putting on the habits of 
their forms , the y shew themselves upon the stage of the 
world , and open dominion of Jove (Works , IV, 115 ). 

The whole of The Garden of Cyrus , then , is an asc e nding spiral 

which begins as a cycle of light into dark and contracts into 

the growth cycle of seeds . 

Of c ourse , unlike Hydriotaphia , The Garden of Cyrus 

is bathed in light - the reflec t ion of the spirit of God. 

Iowever , as in the somber essay , dar kness appears in The 

Garden ; this . nevertheless , is not the absence of spirit as 

it is in Hydri ot aphia . As we have already discovered , this 

darkness is a manifestation of the orderliness of God ' s 

creation - this is spirit - impregnated darkness ,, and Browne 

says , 

o •• were it not for darkness and the shadow of the 
earth, the noblest part [J talics mine] of the Creation 
had remained unseen 1 and the Stars in heaven as invisible 
as on the fourth day , when they were created above the 
Horizon , with the Sun , or there was not an eye to behold 
them (Works , IV , 115) . 

ioreover, as the night makes visible the "noblest part of 

Creation , " it brings to hunan beings sleep , which releases 

the soul from the prison house of the flesh . 45 It is this 

state , Browne tells us in Religio Medici , "that best 

45Browne ' s attitude toward sleep is set forth in 
sections eleven and twelve of the second book of eligio 
Me ici ( orks , I , 91-94) . 
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. ,' c a t. ei ·~ t e co l e-e r e a 

o ..: Jae spi ... it f.,_ OJ. r a tt e r . ':'J is at., .: ·t 1'- ··owa ..... d e p 

e '"' i~ o .... ces t CQ .. 1C ~' s::.o n t o T1 -e - ' 
D w :.cl 

we Aiscove r B owne t a -i-1, a ~ a na _og >etwee n s -e n eat 1 

("e ve l ast ing "-"ep lt) , a 1 ✓- t e a .1e t · 'ile loo-inff forwa-rd 

t o th at our whe n 1 aL. s a 1 ·1 awa ke n e te~ . a- , y, t o e 

es ,...,...ection . 

But w o ca _ e i'.'Ovtsi e 
e ve r- as tin s l eep 6 O· .. 
tim e, w 1e n ·~ee p · t s e 
a ll s ha l cwa ke a a: n? 

n t tat h w 1i c 1 ~r ee s f_ o , 
ha ve s l i, eri ng thoughts at that 
f mt st e : r , a L.d as so ,, c _ ·ec ture 

(Wo!' 1-rs, IV, 125) 

ex l o-a ti o . o f the o_ rle i n~ sp i:i ·n b ot h t ie mac r ocosM a ni 

tae mi c . ocos rn; it is nt•1e circle dec l a .L c the o ·o i o ft e 

i n ivisil .e soul, simp __ e, acco rdinl'. t o th e di vi _it y of .:. ts 

nat •re, a d ret rnin 0 int o it se lf ." I n t ne 1~acrocos , we 

di sco • ere c~ t,1e pe rp e t1 a ... cy c 1e o f t1"3 f • 11 ine.- a i1 r e rill ing 

of f or .. ; a nd in the i c ~:·ocos m, we ... ic:,cove.ced the esce 1 t o -" 

t e Holy Spirit ·no th e f~ es h o f ma ~ . n~ it s asce t agai 

at deat . 



CONCLUSION 

This tudy has at t empt e d t o sug est the way in whic h 

Sir Thomas Br owne, scie ntist , phy sicia n , a 1d Angl ica n , 

ef ec t e d a r eco ncili a ti on of science an d e li~i on , of matte r 

a nd spirit . u~ ypothesis has bee n that Neo- Pl atonis n with 

its th eo ry oft e mi c r ocos m enabled .i t o see the data of 

sci e nce as visib ·e symb ols o · i_visib'e r ea lity ; to see the 

or der of th e mac ."oc os n as a e f ... ec w • on of th a t ivin e or de r 

wit1in h i.self ; and to see a reconcili a ti on O L matte and 

spirit in b ot h the " l arge wor l "and tie "sma l world . " 

Neo- P ato ni s 1 turned Br owne ' s science int o div i nit y 

and an act of wor s hip . He de icated the us es of his science 

to th e gr ea ter l ori"!ic at ion of God . And in thi~ way 

differ e d vi olently f_ o j th e group of ma n-ce nter d scientists 

th at ma de up t1 e Roya l Soc iety . I woul f urther suggest 

that this gulf was pos ib .y the _easo n owne never became a 

me1ber of that scientific body . It has bee n the orize d that 

Br owne was never a drni tted t o th e .voya l Soc i e ty becau e he 

was too c l ose l y associate d with the occult , but t his is tru 

t o a n e ve n gr ea t e r extent of so me of tie Society ' s me mbe r s 

such a Digb y and Boy l e . Some c itics have ma int a in e d that, 

esiding in No wi c h , B owne . ived t oo f a r a ay fr om London 

5 
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f or me r shi i th e Roya l Soc·ety to be co nv e ni e nt . How-

everi in t he li ht of h is own conception of sc i enti f ic 

e nd ea vor, is it not ~obabl e that he si rn l y refused to joi n 

this se i na l scie ntifi c associat i on on t he grounds of his 

di sap roval of their attempt t o make science utilitarian an _ 

":finite"? 

Those c itics who would mare of Browne a Baconian 

scientist i nv aria bly poi nt to seudo doxia Epidemica as his 

gr eat scientific work . Actually, t h is work is no scientific 

work at a ll ; it is instead a work de d icated to th e puring 

of the r easo n , the c l eansi ng of t he "co bwebs" of morta ity 

fr om the f acu lt y whic h man s hares with the ange l s . Thi s 

purp ose he sets f ort h i book six of Ps eu dodoxia : 

Thus ha ve I ec l a r e d so me priv a t e an pro ab e concep 
ti ons in the enqui y of this trut h ; bu t the ce rt ai n ity 
he r eo f l et th e Arit metic k of th e l as t day deter mi ne; 
a nd t . e r e f or e expect no fur ther be . ie than robablity 
a n r easo n in uc e . Onl y des ir e 1en would not swallow 
dubi osi ti es f or certainties, and r ecei ve as Pr inci pl es 
po int s iai nly co ntr ove rt i ble ; f or we are t o adhe r e unto 
things doubtful in a dub ious a n opi nati ve way ; it bei ng 
reasonable f or eve ry man t o vary hi s opi ni on acco r in~ 
to the va iance o f his ·easo n , a nd t o a ffirm one day 
w1at he e ni e d a o he r . 1herein a lth ough at l at we mi ss 
of truth ; we ie r ot ithst a ~di cr ·n o f ensi ve e rr or s; 
because we a dh e r e unto that where1nto the exa me n of our 
reasons an d honest enqui ri es in ce us ( \ orks , III, 20 ) . 

Th e de vi ce Browne e mpl oys in this wor k t o measu r e vulg ar 

e rr ors is the tool o f the rational ap pr e he nsion of Go ' s 

~aws, r egu l a r i t y . This co nc e tion stems dir ect l y fr om his 

Nao-Platonism ; he f irst app r ehe n s the patte rn of egu l arity 

in the mac ocos an d ten a pplie s this pe ce tion to the 
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cleansing of the r e ason . For instance , he demolishes the 

vulgar error that beavers ' legs are shorter on one side than 

on the other by pointing out that this is contrary to the 

construction of all of the other creatures of God; likewi e , 

the myth of the Phoenix is in error because it is contrary 

to the laws of nature . 

Thus we discover that Pseudodoxia Epidemica is not 

an exception to our picture of Browne as a devotional 

scientist . This work ,. along with his major works , Religio 

Medici , Hydriotaphia , and The Garden of Cyrus , demonstrates 

that Sir Thomas Browne was indeed deeply influenced by the 

Neo-Platonic theory of the microcosm . 
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