GROWING UP – Week One: Infancy I

page 11

Growing Up

Week One: Infancy I
1. Infancy I

2. Infancy II 

3. Childhood I

4. Childhood II

5. Youth I

6. Youth II

Abbreviations Used

AC – Arcana Caelestia (Secrets of Heaven)
HH – Heaven and Hell

L J – The Last Judgment 

SS – The Doctrine of the Sacred Scripture
Life – The Doctrine of Life

Faith – The Doctrine of Faith

DP – Divine Providence
CL – Conjugial Love
TCR – True Christian Religion
SD – Spiritual Diary

SDm – Shorter Spiritual Diary 

AE – Apocalypse Explained
D. Love – The Divine Love

L Jp – The Last Judgment (posthumous)

Charity – The Doctrine of Charity
Glossary

celestial:
heavenly; the highest level of heaven; relating to love, as distinct from wisdom

conjugial:
of marriage, especially true marriage; “the conjugial” means the ideal and practice of true marriage

corporeal:
bodily; relating to body to the body; often implies selfish 

cupidity:
a craving or lust

fantasies:
deluded imaginings (usually negative)

genius:
inborn nature

proprium:  
What is or feels like one’s own; in an evil sense, what is one’s own apart from the Lord; related to selfishness 

recompense:  
repayment, reward

storge: 
From the Greek στοργη, pronounced stor'gee (like psyche), natural or instinctive affection, usually that of parents for their offspring

vastations:
hard experiences by which either good or bad loves or beliefs are stripped away, like temptations

Reading Number One: Parents’ Duties re: Religion

And these words, which I command thee this day, shall be in thy heart.  And thou shalt teach them diligently to thy children, and shalt talk of them when thou sittest in thine house, and when thou walkest by the way, and when thou liest down, and when thou risest up (Deuteronomy 6:6-7).

[In a memorable relation the wise of the kingdom of Germany said:] We have considered the causes of the origin of conjugial love, and have agreed upon two, one being the right education of children, and the other the distinct possession of inheritances. We have assumed these two because they look to and aim at one mark, namely, the public good. This is secured [by marriage] because children conceived and born of conjugial love become truly one's own, being members of the family by birth; and from parental love, exalted because the offspring is of legitimate descent, such children are educated as heirs of all their parents' possessions, both spiritual and natural. That the public good is founded on the right education of children, and on the distinct possession of inheritances, is evident to reason… because on conjugial love is inscribed the welfare of the whole human race, which is what we mean by the public good (CL 109).

The domestic duties of charity are those of the husband toward the wife, and of the wife toward the husband, of fathers and mothers toward their children, and of children towards their fathers and mothers, also the duties of masters and mistresses towards servants, male and female, and of the latter towards the former. These duties, because they are the duties of education and management at home, are so numerous that if recounted they would fill a volume. Everyone is moved to carry out these duties by a love different from that which moves him to carry out the duties of his employment. Husbands and wives are moved to their duties towards each other by marriage love and according to it; parents towards their children by the love implanted in everyone, called parental love; and children towards their parents by and according to another love which is closely connected with obedience from a sense of duty… 

[2] But marriage love and the love of children, with the duties of these loves and the practice of these duties, do not produce love to the neighbor as the practice of the duties in one's employment does; for the love called parental love exists equally with the bad and the good, and is sometimes stronger with the bad…

[3] As to the duties of parents to children in particular, they are inwardly different with those who are in charity and those who are not, although externally they appear alike. With those who are in charity, that love is conjoined with love towards the neighbor and love to God, for such parents love their children according to their morals, virtues, good will, and qualifications for serving the public. But with those who are not in charity, there is no conjunction of charity with the love called parental love. Consequently, many such parents love even wicked, immoral, and crafty children more than the good, moral, and discreet. Thus they love those who are useless to the public, more than those who are useful (TCR 431:1- 3).

The externals of the body which pertain to worship are: (1) Frequenting temples. (2) Listening to sermons. (3) Devoutly singing, and praying on the knees. (4) Partaking of the Sacrament of the Supper. 
And at home: (1) Prayer morning and evening, and at dinners and suppers. (2) Conversing with others about charity and faith, and about God, heaven, eternal life, and salvation. (3) And in the case of priests, preaching, and also private instruction. (4) And with everyone, the instruction of children and servants in such matters. (5) Reading the Word, and books of instruction and of piety (Charity 174).
Questions and Thoughts for Reflection

Since the public good is founded upon the right spiritual and natural education of children, and “on conjugial love is inscribed the welfare of the whole human race,” what does this say about the need for New Church upbringing and education?

The Doctrine of Charity 174 speaks of prayer morning and evening and at dinners and suppers, also of the instruction of children.  What does this imply about worshiping as a family?

AE 803:2 says, “Let him read the Word every day, one or two chapters.” Even very young children can learn from this example in their parents. Do externals of religion still matter, even if a couple is leading a good life?

Who has the primary responsibility for the education of children? The country? Society? The Church? The parents?

How does teaching your values to your children strengthen your marriage?

When you were a child, what went well in terms of your religious instruction and what didn’t? 
Reading Number Two: Parental Teamwork

And God created man in His own image, in the image of God He created him; male and female He created them. And God blessed them, and God said to them, Be fruitful and multiply… (Genesis 1:27-28).  

One of the things people know in the world is that in some affairs, the duties of the husband conjoin themselves with the duties of the wife, and the duties of the wife connect themselves to the duties of the husband; also that these conjunctions and connections are a mutual help, and take place according to that help. 

But the main office which confederates and consociates the souls and lives of two partners, and gathers them into a one, is their common concern in the education of their children. In this the offices of the husband and those of the wife are distinct, and at the same time conjoint. They are distinct because the responsibility for nursing and educating little children of both sexes, and also for the instruction of girls up to the age when they may be addressed by men and associate with them, is an office proper to the wife, while the responsibility for the instruction of boys from childhood to puberty and from then until they become their own masters, is an office proper to the husband. But these offices become conjoint by consultations and mutual support and by much else which is of mutual assistance. 

That these offices, both the joint and the distinct, or those that are common to both partners and those that are individual, bind the dispositions [animi] of the partners together into a one, and that the love called storge also has this effect is well known. It is also well known that these offices, regarded in their distinction and in their conjunction, make one home (CL 176).

That conjugial simulations between partners, being appearances of a love and friendship resembling the truly conjugial, are for the sake of the infants and children, is well known. Their common love for the children disposes each partner to regard the other with kindness and favor. The love of their infants and children with the mother and that love with the father join together like the heart and lungs in the breast….
The reason for this comparison is because the heart corresponds to love and the lungs to understanding, and with the mother there is love from the will, and with the father love from the understanding. With spiritual men, the conjugial conjunction by this love of their infants and children comes from justice and judgment—from justice, because the mother carried them in her womb, brought them forth with pain, and afterwards suckles, feeds, cleanses, clothes, and educates them with unwearying care (CL 284).

Unless the Lord loved all and each [of us] as a father loves his children, and unless the inmost heaven from the Lord loved each and all as a mother loves her infants, there would by no means exist any storge… (SD 1683). 

Storge, or the affection for children, is a common influx from the Lord; apart from Him it could by no means exist…   (SD 2148). 

The reason that the love of infants and storge is so universal in every living thing is that such a sphere from the Lord, [passing] through the inmost heaven, where infancies are, surrounds and especially affects both infants and their parents, particularly the mothers, inasmuch as they are affections. Infants are affected in the first instance, which may be seen from their innocence, manifested in the face, speech, gestures, and from its effect upon adults, not to speak of the universal sphere [of love]… (SD 1906).

Questions and Thoughts for Reflection

Can you think of ways that can help mothers and fathers work more closely together in raising their children? How should they handle disagreements?

Should married couples ever correct each other’s behavior in front of the kids (such as swearing or TV choices), or is this disrespectful?

Have the distinctions between the roles of mothers and fathers become blurred?  Are the distinctions important? If so what distinctions do you believe are particularly important?  

Can you give examples of the appropriate difference between the way mothers and fathers educate children?

Is it useful for parents to periodically examine how they are measuring up as parents?  What should they measure themselves against?  Is self-compulsion to do the right thing for the children sometimes necessary in parenting? 

When children are baptized, parents promise to keep the Ten Commandments for them until they are old enough to keep them for themselves. Does this mean you must make the child keep them, or does it mean you must keep them and set an example to the child?

Reading Number Three: Conjugial Love and Parental Love

And God Shaddai will bless thee, and will make thee fruitful and multiply thee, and thou shalt be a company of peoples (Genesis 28:3). 

Two universal spheres proceed from the Lord for the preservation of the universe in the state in which it was created. One is the sphere of procreating and the other is the sphere of protecting the things procreated (CL 386).

These two universal spheres make one with the sphere of conjugial love and the sphere of the love of infants…. Procreation is the end [purpose] and conjugial love the mediate cause [means] by which that end is accomplished (CL 387). 

These two spheres flow, universally and singly, into all things of heaven and all things of the world, from the first of them to the last (CL 388). 

The nature of the love of procreating is learned from its delight, in that this is supereminent and transcendent. With men, the state of procreation is within that delight, and with women especially the state of reception. This supreme delight with its love follows on into the bringing forth and there finds its fulfillment (CL 390). 

The sphere of procreating and of protecting what is procreated has a progression from end, through cause, into effect… The progressive series of efficient causes is the loving embrace, the conception and gestation of the embryo or fetus to be procreated, and the effect is the procreated infant itself. But although end, cause, and effect progress successively as three, yet, in the love of procreating and inwardly in the several causes and in the effect itself, they make a one… (CL 401). 

The love of infants descends and does not ascend…. The cause of its increase in the descent is the love of bearing fruit, that is, of producing uses, and, as regards the human race, the love of multiplying the race. This cause, however, derives its origin solely from the Lord; for in the multiplication of the human race, He sees the preservation of creation and, as its ultimate end [or purpose], an angelic heaven, this being solely from the human race. And because, with the Lord, an angelic heaven is the end of ends and hence the love of loves, therefore, implanted in the souls of men is not only the love of procreating but also the love of the [progeny] procreated in their successions… (CL 402). 

Wives have one state of love before conception and another after it up to the birth (CL 403).

With parents, conjugial love is conjoined with the love of infants by spiritual causes, and by natural causes therefrom. The spiritual causes are: That the human race may be multiplied and the angelic heaven from it enlarged…. The natural causes of the conjunction of these two loves are: That people may be born who will perform uses in human societies, and will be incorporated in it as members…. Moreover, parents sometimes declare it, saying that they have enriched heaven with as many angels as they have descendants, and have put their mark on society with as many servants as they have children (CL 404).

It is by means of the inmost heaven that the Lord insinuates love truly conjugial, the beginning and origin of which is from the inmost heaven. It then [proceeds] by means of the lower heavens.  Hence also comes storge, for the celestial angels of the inmost heaven love infants far more than the parents or the mothers do. In fact they are present with infants and have the care of them; they are even present with them in the maternal womb, as I was told, and are solicitous in caring for their nourishment; thus they preside over the womb during gestation (SD 1201).

Questions and Thoughts for Reflection

In this country, including in the New Church, families have become smaller and smaller. What are the causes of this? Should it be a concern?

What role does economics play in determining the number of children in a family? How do such things as mothers working impact the uses of the home?

As a church, we have promoted New Church education for years. Should a mom consider working outside the home so her family can afford New Church education?

In the daily grind, what are ways that a mother can remain both spiritually and naturally purposeful in raising a flock of active little ones?  What helps? What is harmful? How can fathers help their wives?
How does it strike you that the celestial angels love children even more than the children’s natural mothers?

Reading Number Four: Love of infants comes through the wife.

Let the little children come to Me, and do not forbid them; for of such is the kingdom of God (Mark 10:14).
The sphere of the love of infants is a sphere of protection and support of those who cannot protect and support themselves…. It is provided from creation that things created shall be preserved, guarded, protected, and supported; otherwise the universe would go to ruin. With living creatures to whom is left freedom of choice, the Lord cannot do this immediately; therefore it is done mediately through His love implanted in fathers, mothers, and nurses. That the love is a love that is in them from the Lord, they do not know, for they do not perceive the influx and still less the omnipresence of the Lord. But who does not see that this is not a thing of nature but of Divine providence operating in nature by nature? 

[2] Mothers and fathers protect and support their infants because these are not able to protect and support themselves. This, however, is not the cause of the love of infants but is a rational cause due to the coming down of that love into their understanding. From the rational cause alone, in the absence of a love breathed in and inspiring it, or without the compulsion of law and punishment, man would no more provide for his infants than a statue (CL 391:1-2).  

This sphere affects both the evil and the good and disposes everyone to love, protect, and support his offspring from his own love…  Otherwise but few of the human race would be left, and of ferocious beasts, which yet are of use, none at all… (CL 392:1-2).

This sphere affects the female sex, thus mothers, principally, and the male sex, or fathers from them. This is a consequence due to… [the fact] that the sphere of conjugial love is received by women, and through women is transferred to men, and this is because women are born loves of the understanding of men and the understanding is a recipient. It is the same with the love of infants, the origin of this love being from conjugial love. That mothers have a more tender love of infants, and fathers a less tender one, is well known. That the love of infants is inscribed on the conjugial love into which women are born, is manifest from the loving and friendly affection which girls have for infants and for their dolls which they carry around, dress, kiss, and press to their bosoms. Boys have no such affection (CL 393). 

The "womb" signifies the inmost good of love, because all the members devoted to generation, both with males and with females, signify conjugial love, and "the womb" means its inmost, because there the fetus is conceived and grows until it is born. Moreover the womb is the inmost of the genital organs, and from it is also derived the maternal love that is called storge…. There is also a correspondence of the womb with the inmost good of love, since the whole heaven corresponds to all things with man…. There is also an influx of that love out of heaven with mothers during the time of gestation, and into the embryos; and from it springs the love of the baby with mothers, and innocence with babies… (AE 710:2). 

The love of infants and conjugial love… act as one, and this is because conjugial love is implanted in every woman from creation, and together with it, the love of procreating. The influx of this love is directed and flows together into the offspring procreated, and from women, the love is carried to men…. Hence it is that in homes where there is no conjugial love between man and wife, there is nevertheless conjugial love with the wife, and thereby some external conjunction with the man. It is from this same cause that harlots also love their offspring; for that which has been implanted in souls from creation and looks to propagation is indelible and ineradicable (CL 409).

Questions and Thoughts for Reflection

How can we tell if we are properly protecting our children or being too protective?

Can we sometimes feel the special sphere surrounding pregnant women and nursing mothers? If so, what can we do to support this sphere and the uses it is to serve?

Both conjugial love and the love of offspring are carried to the husband from the wife. Are there things we can do to cooperate with this transfer, even though it may take place largely unconsciously? 

Many things are going on in the world that do not agree with what the Word teaches: some TV, some internet sites, exposure to violence, and so on. How do we protect our children from them?  At what age does this become a concern? 

How do we understand the teachings about the conjunction of conjugial love with the love of little children when couples are unable to have children or when the years of child-bearing are past?

Teens sometimes/often express doubts and gripes in front of younger siblings. What are some good ways to handle this?  

Reading Number Five: Innocence

Lo, children are a heritage of the Lord; the fruit of the belly is His reward (Psalm 127:3).
The sphere [of the love of infants] is also a sphere of innocence and peace from the Lord. Innocence and peace are the two inmost things of heaven. They are called inmost because they proceed immediately from the Lord, the Lord being Innocence and Peace itself… (CL 394). 

A sphere of innocence flows into infants, and through them into their parents and affects them. That infants are innocences is known, but that their innocence inflows from the Lord is not known… (CL 395). 

I have been told from heaven that children are specially under the Lord's auspices, and that they receive influx from the inmost heaven, where there is a state of innocence; that this influx passes through their interiors, and that in its passing through, their interiors are affected solely by the innocence; and for this reason innocence is shown in their faces and in some of their movements and becomes evident…. It is this innocence by which parents are inmostly affected, and that gives rise to the love that is called storge (HH 277:4). 

(Children) have innocence because they do not think from their interior, for they do not yet know what is good and evil and true and false, from which to think. Hence they have no prudence from proprium, nor any purpose from deliberation, and so have no evil end in view. They have no proprium acquired from the love of self and the world. They do not attribute anything to themselves. Everything which they receive they ascribe to their parents. They are content with the little things given them as presents. They have no care as to food and clothing, nor any as to the future. They do not look to the world or desire many things therefrom. They love their parents, their nurses, and their infant companions with whom they play in innocence. They suffer themselves to be led. They listen and obey. Such is the innocence of infancy which is the cause of the love called storge (CL 395). 

When infants play with objects, they suppose them to be alive… for they do not reflect on the fact that things are inanimate (SD 2844).

[The sphere of innocence] flows also into the souls of parents and conjoins itself with the same sphere with infants, and it is insinuated especially by touch. The Lord's innocence flows into angels of the third heaven,  where all are in the innocence of wisdom, and passes through the lower heavens, but only through the innocence of the angels there, and so into infants…. They are little more than sculptured forms, yet they are capable of receiving life from the Lord through the heavens. 

But unless the parents also received that influx in their souls and in the inmost regions of their minds, they would be affected by the innocence of their infants in vain…. 

[2] That the conjunction [of innocence with parents and little children] is effected by the mediation of the senses of the body, but especially by touch, can be learned by parents from experience. Thus, the sight is inmostly delighted at seeing them, the hearing by their speech, the smell by their odor. The… conjunction of the innocences… is manifestly perceived from the pleasure felt in carrying them in the arms, and from hugging and kissing them. This is especially the case with mothers. They experience delight from the pressure of their mouth and face against their bosom and, at the same time, from the touch of their palms there, and, in general, from the sucking of the breasts and the giving suck; also from stroking their naked body and the unwearied labor of swathing and cleansing them on their knees… (CL 396:1-3).

Questions and Thoughts for Reflection

Does the idealistic description of infants and young children fit with your own experience?  Should we try to come closer to it?  How can we make our homes more peaceful?

Does the number and kind of toys we provide influence the peace a child feels?

The innocence of infants is shared with their parents especially by touch. In fact, all the senses contribute to this. Psychologists describe this as bonding. How do we assure such “quality time” with our children?

In our world there is often a tension between preserving innocence and dealing with the so-called “real world” in which we live.  Is there an orderly way to move children from the innocence of ignorance, precious to the gradual acquisition of knowledge, without sheltering them too much from a world filled with disorders that they will have to enter at some point?

How do we keep our children safe from a sea of evils that didn’t even need mentioning a generation or two ago, but are now common in every park, zoo, or grocery store magazine rack?  Does the innocence of ignorance keep children safe? If not, can we damage a child with too much “safety information?”  How can we work with the Lord in an imperfect world?

Reading Number Six: Spiritual vs. natural love of children

As many as I love I reprove and chasten (Rev. 3:19). 
With spiritual partners the love of infants is the same in appearance as the love of infants with natural partners; but it is more internal and hence more tender, inasmuch as it exists from the innocence with themselves, and from a closer reception and a more present perception of it; for the spiritual are spiritual in the degree that they partake of innocence. 

But after they have tasted the sweetness of the innocence present with their infants, [spiritual] fathers and mothers love their children in a far different way than do natural fathers and mothers. The spiritual love their children for the spiritual intelligence and moral life of those children, thus for their fear of God and their actual piety or piety of life, and at the same time for their devotion and application to uses serviceable to society, thus for their virtues and their upright conduct. It is mainly from their love of these that they provide for their needs and supply them; and therefore, if they do not see such virtues in them, they alienate their mind from them, and what they do for them is done solely from duty. 

[2] With natural fathers and mothers, the love of infants is indeed also from innocence, but, as received by them, this innocence is wrapped around their own love. Hence it is from their own love and at the same time from innocence that they love their infants, kissing and hugging them, carrying them about, pressing them to their bosoms, fondling them beyond measure, and regarding them as being one heart and soul with themselves. Then, after their state of infancy and up to adolescence and beyond, when innocence is no longer operative, they continue to love them, but not from the presence with them of any fear of God and actual piety or piety of life, or of any rational and moral intelligence. They pay little and indeed scarcely any attention to their internal affections and hence to their virtues and good conduct, seeing only the external things which they themselves favor. To these they adjoin, attach, and cement their affections, thus shutting their eyes to the faults of their children, excusing and favoring them. The reason is because with them, the love of their progeny is also the love of themselves, and this love clings to its object outwardly, but does not enter into that object, just as the object does not enter into it (CL 405:1-2). 

What love towards children, which is storge, is like with the evil: they see themselves in them, since the soul of the father is in them (SD 6110:31).

The nature of the love of infants and children with the spiritual, and its nature with the natural, is manifestly perceived from parents after death…. Spiritual fathers merely look at them and ask as to their state, rejoicing if it is well with them and grieving if it is ill; and, after some conversation, instruction, and admonition about heavenly moral life, they separate from them. But before separation, they teach them that they are no longer to be remembered as fathers because the Lord is the one only Father to all in heaven, according to His words (Matt. 23:9); and that they themselves never remember them as their children. 

But natural fathers, as soon as [their children] are presented to them according to their desire, are at once conjoined with them, and they cling together like a bundle of sticks. The father is then in continual delight at the sight of them and from conversation with them. If it is told him that some of these children of his are satans and have brought injury upon the good, he nevertheless keeps them in a circle around him, or in a group in front of him. If he himself sees that they inflict injury and do evil deeds, he still pays no heed and does not dissociate any of them from himself (CL 406; see also 407; SD 3146, 3198, 3316).

Questions and Thoughts for Reflection

How do you handle it when others criticize your children?  When they get poor marks?  When they don’t make the team? 

How can we cultivate the innocence in ourselves which will match that which the Lord provides in our children?

We read, It is well known that the love of infants or storge recedes from parents according to the recession of innocence from the infants, receding with men even to the separation of the children from the home… (CL 398) 


This is… in order that [parents] may do what they do from freedom according to reason, and that from this, as from rational and at the same time moral law, they may support grown-up offspring according to necessity and use… (CL 399).  

Looking at the passages above, do you have any experiences to share regarding the difficult task of “letting go?” How young does it start?  How and when do we encourage independence?

Should we consider our own motives in the things we encourage in our children? Little league? Ballet? Taking up the same career?

Most of us know that we learn a lot from making mistakes.  Why is it so hard to allow our children the dignity of learning from their own mistakes?   

How does storge/parental love fit with zeal?

We want our children to have a chance at the best things in life, but not everyone’s definition of “best” is the same.  Do you have children who are very similar to you or very different?  How do you go about respecting the Lord’s purpose of creation in both cases?
