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ARTICLE I

LETTERS ON DEMONOLOGY AND WITCHCRAFT. Addressed
to J. G. Locxmaar, Esy. By SIR WALTER SCOTT, Bat..

“ Ix the present condition of human knowledge,” every thing
that comes from our gifted countryman’s pen is pronounced t6
have of course the impress of his genius ; and is ushered into no-
tice by all the journals, with the opinion reduced to. a formula,
that “ no other man but Sir Walter Scott could have written
the matter or thing now before us.” With regard to his vo-
lume on Demonology, however, there is a certain set of heretics
to this faith, whom posterity at least will not laugh to scorn when
they bring that imposing work to their bar; and, in so far as it
is any thing more than a compilation of ghost and goblin stories,
with no essential advantage over Mother Bunch, in point of
literary exaltation,—in other words, in so far as it attempts to
npﬁléy a-philosophical solution of its subject,—pronounce it one
of the most solemn failures, Dr Hibbert’s not excepted, which
the prevailing non-pbilosophg which ‘yet darkens and deranges
-buman thinking could have brought forth.

Phwnoloii:ts claim an especial title to tell Sir Walter Scott
when and where he fails, when and where his order of talent and
kind of acquirements are at work in a wrong direction ; just be-
canse they, of all his critics, have done him the most honour when
occupying his own peculiar and high literary station, and have
best understood and appreciated his legitimate efforts of genius ;
for they alone have applied to them a test, which they have been
found to stand, a strict philosophical analysis on those principles
of human nature whieh their sctence has demonstrated to be true;
‘They have ly said. and have never seen reason to alter or
even modify the opinion, that Sir Walter Scott, like Shak y
is a painter, and not a philosopher. Although endowed with
smstchless powers of observing, and also of delineating human
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2 SIR W. 8COTT ON DEMONOLOGY.

plgenomena (and we have in our critiques of many of his works
n_nnutel{ analyzed these powers), in other words, the manifesta-
tions in human conduct which result from the human faculties as
springs of action, he is not only uninformed of the right analysis
of these powers, as single or compound impulses, but resists and
ridicules that analysig, under the despised name—in ignorance
despised—of Phrenology. Yet this very Phrenology, as no im-
partial person who knows what it is can for one moment deny
completely illustrates all the pictures which he draws, and ac:
counts for the effect which they produce upon his readers, whose
nature responds to them. It follows that whenever, after paint-
ing a character of eccentricity, ingengruity, or contradiction, he
attempts a philosophical rationale of it, we are not aware of one
instance where he has succeeded. Shakspeare is too wise ever to
make this attempt. He contents himself with faithfully giving
the likeness ; but we do not remember an example of his offering
its philosophy. He gives us the what with a truth to which all
our feelings vibrate, but he never speculates about the wherefore.
1t is one of the most humiliating proofs of the truth of Mr
Stewart’s confession, that * the philosophy of mind is yet in ex-
tation,” that the very obvious distinction between what Sir
alter Scott can do, and cannot do, has a very slender chance
of being comprehended by any but phrenologists. We have
heard it said sardonically, What ! a writer wﬁ:o is 80 true to
nature in all his delineations of human character ! he not pro-
foundly skilled in human nature! How could he draw his Ppic-
tures, without knowing intimately and minutely the whole ana-
tomy of the human heart ! and how could he marshal and ma.
neeuvre his numerous characters, each speaking and acting in the
exact line marked out for it, in all its appearances and reappear-
ances on the stage of the story, and that without a perceptible
inconsistency, if he did not know and discriminate with philoso-
phical precision, in all their finest shades, the springs and impulses
of human conduct, and all the varieties of human motives! To
this we answer, that Sir Walter Scott observes the phenomena
of life, and 1n imitating these in his fictions, does no more than
the historical painter, who places before us Ais imitations of hu-
man passions and feelings, in the expressions of human faces, and
the attitudes of human bodies. But the painter does not require
to go deeper. He observes these expressions and attitudes as
indicating, or rather always accompanying, certain human feel.
i often in considerable combination ; but his picture does
not absolutely depend, for its accuracy,—for there exist ver
rfect works of art without it,—on his analyzing these fee]-
ngs, tracing them to their primitive impulses, or anatomically
pointing out the nerves which contract the muscles of the coun-
mce 1nto a smile or a frown, a glance of haughtiness or a look
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of submiasion; a jeer of cunning or an aspect of guilelessnass ;
and still less on follewing these :egrves to their origins in the brainy,
where all the feelings have, to human ken, their ultimate con-
nexion or dependence. We say does not absolutely depend on
such kno ge ; although the possession of it must be, and, we
have the testimony of artists of the first eminence, who are
phrenologists, for saying, i an instrument of immense power inr
elevating the character and testing the truth of their works; and
so would it be, in his line of art, to Sir Walter Scott. oy

In short, without being possessed of a true analysis of mind,
a writer can but guess at the causes of human conduct ; and al-
though he may occasionally guess aright, es(recia]ly in those
simpler manifestations which constitute every-day character and,
oomduct, be cannot advance into more complicated combinations,,
without suffiring from his ignorance of some important and es-
sential element, for want of which his theory will be utterly in-

icable.

ap,i't is from this very defect that Sir Walter Scott's philosophy.
of demonology is false. It is almost all contained 1n his first
chapter; the other nine being devoted ta details (in which much,
antiquarianism and much learning, valeant qguantum, gre dis-
played,) of the various modes in which the belief and lave of
the supernatural have operated in different ages of the world ;,
of the curious canpection which existed and exists between the
superstitions of various ages and nations ; of the ferocious per-
secutions for imputed sorcery and witcheraft ; with a great,
number of instances of apparitions and supernaturalities.of all,
descriptions and denominations, with none of which we have
any thing to do. We bave in a former Number (page 504,
of Volume V1.) given a sufficiently ample detail of these spe-
cific sufferings of the misdirected faculties of man, to enable,
us to arrive at certainty in our conclusions as to what these
faculties are. Sir Walter Scott has given several of the same
instances, and some additions ; but with this difference, that
be has not correctly traced their connexion with the human,
mind ; and indeed, with the exception of the phenomena of
apparitions which he does endeavour, although erroneously, tq
acoount for, he does not even attempt to explain philosophi,
cally man’s tendency to believe in su:ipernamral agency ; bug
merely details historically the varied manifestations of thig
tendency, in witch and ghost and goblin stories without end 3
and thereby only amplifies the literaiure of that delightful hor,
rifier of our childhood, Mother Bunch. .

Sir Walter’s philosgphical chapter coromences with this an.
pouncement ; : N

¢ T do not mean to combat the systems of those by whom Iam an.
ticipated in consideration of the enbject, or to erect any nevzy one of my

A



2 SIR W. SCOTT ON DEMONOLOGY.

phenomena (and we have in our critiques of many of his works
minutely analyzed these powers), in other words, the manifesta-
tions in {numan conduct which result from the buman faculties as
springs of action, he is not only uninformed of the right analysis
of these powers, as single or compound impulses, but resists and
ridicules that analysie, under the despised name—in ignorance
despised—of Phrenology. Yet this very Phrenology, as no im-
partial person who knows what it is can for one moment deny,
completely illustrates all the pictures which he draws, and ac-
counts for the effect which they produce upon his readers, whose
nature responds to them. It follows that whenever, after paint-
ing a character of eccentricity, ingongruity, or contradiction, he
attempts a philosophical rationale of it, we are not aware of one
instance where he has succeeded. Shakspeare is too wise ever to
make this attempt. He contents himself with faithfully giving
the likeness ; but we do not remember an example of his offering
its philosophy. He gives us the what with a truth to which all
our feelings vibrate, but he never speculates about the wherefore.
. It is one of the most humiliating proofs of the truth of Mr
Stewart’s confession, that  the philosophy of mind is yet in ex.

tation,” that the very obvious distinction between what Sir
Walter Scott can do, and cannot do, has a very slender chance
of being comprehended by any but phrenologists. We have
heard it said sardonically, What ! a writer who is so true to
nature in all his delineations of human character ! he not pro-
foundly skilled in human nature! How could he draw his pic-
tures, without knowing intimately and minutely the whole ana-
tomy of the human heart ! and how could he marshal and ma~
nceuvre his numerous characters, each speaking and acting in the
exact line marked out for it, in all its appearances and reappear-
ances on the skn%:a of the story, and that without a perceptible
inconsistency, if he did not know and discriminate with philoso.
phical precision, in all their finest shades, the springs and impulses
of human conduct, and all the varieties of human motives! To
this we answer, that Sir Walter Scott- observes the phenomena
of life, and 1n imitating these in his fictions, does no more thaa
the historical painter, who places before us Ais imitations of hu-
man passions and feelings, in the expressions of human faces, and
the attitudes of human bodies. But the painter does not require
to go deeper. He observes these expressions and attitudes as
indicating, or rather always accompanying, certain human feel-
ings, often in considerable combination; but his picture does
not absolutely depend, for its accuracy,—for there exist v:;{
perfect works of art without it,—on his analyzing these feel-
ings, tracing them to their primitive impulses, or anatomically
pointing out the nerves which contract the muacles of the coun-
tenance 1nto.a smile or a frown, a glance of haughtiness or a look
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of submiesion, & leer of cusning or an aspect of guilelessness;
and still less an following these nerves to their origins in the brain,
where all the feelings have, to human ken, their ultimate con
nexion or dependence. We say does not absolutely depend on
such knowle?m ; although the possession of it must be, and, we
have the testimony of artists of the first eminence, who are
phrenologists, for saying, i an instrument of immense power inr
elevating the character and testing the truth of their works; and
80 would it be, in his line of art, to Sir Walter Scott. L

In short, without being possessed of a true analysis of mind,
8 writer can but guess at the causes of human conguct ; and al-
though he may occasionall{ guess aright, eaﬁ)ecia]l y in those
smpler manifestations which constitute every-day character and,
conduct, he cannot advance into more complicated combinations,,
without sufftring from his ignorance of some important and es-
sential element, for want of which his theory will be utterly in-

icable.

It is from this very defect that Sir Walter Scott’s philosophy.
of demonology is false. It is almost all contained 1n his first
cha_pter; the other nine being devoted to details (in which much
antiquarianism and much learning, valeant qguantum, are dis,
played,) of the various modes in which the belief and love of
the supernatural bave operated in different ages of the world ;,
of the curious canvection which existed and exists between the
superstitions of various ages and nations ; of the ferocious per-
secutions for imputed sorcery and witcheraft ; with a great
number of instances of apparitions and supernaturalities.of all,
descriptions and denominations, with none of which we have
any thing to do, We have in a former Number (page 504,
of Volume VI.) given a sufficiently ample detail of these spe-
cfic sufferings of the misdirected faculties of man,. to ena{)gle,
us to arrive at certainty in our conclusions as to what these
faculties are. Sir Walter Scott has given several of the same
instances, and some additions ; but with this difference, that
he has not correctly traced their connexion with the human,
mind ; and indeed, with the exception of the phenomena of

itions which he does endeavour, although erroneously, tq
acoount for, he does not even attempt to explain philosophi,
cally man’s tendency to believe in supernatural agency ; bug
merely details historically the varied manifestations of thig
tendency, in witch and ghost and goblin gtories without end 3
and thereby only amplifies the literaiure of that delightful hor-
rifier of our childhood, Mother Bunch. _

Sir Walter’s philosaphical chapter commences with this an.
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“1 do not mean to combat the systems of those by whom Iam an-

ticipated in consideration of the subject, or to erect any new one of my
A2




4 SIE W. SCOTT ON DEMONOLOGY.
éwn ; but to confine myself to narratives of remarkabls cases, and o
the observations which naturally and easily arise out of them. A few
general remarks on the nature of demonology, and the original canse:
of the almost universal belief in communication betwixt mortals and
beings of a power superior to themselves, and of a nature not to be
comprebended by human organs, are a necessary introduetion to the
subject.”

- 'We agree with the author, that his views of this cause are not
new. But as they are adopted by him, and will by that ado
tion gain currency, we feel it our duty, holding them, as we dﬂ:
to be erroneous, to point out wherein their error lies.. He states
as a cause of this universal belief of communication betweem
mortals and beings of'a power superior to themaselves, the belief
of the immortality of the soul, and its separate existence, which
lead to the conclusion, that ¢ myriads of disembodied spirits,”
which once inhabited human bodies, exist somewhere, and ma:
have the power granted them of * revisiting the glimpses of the
moon,” by miracle of course. Now, it is evident that the author
has forgotten that he cannot throw the slightest light on the be-
lief of gods and demons, by shewing how the belief of what may
be called mere human ghosts has come to prevail. The firm be-
lief of gods and demons, and of their concern in the affairs of
men, has prevailed and does prevail in nations who had and have
no idea of the immortality of the soul, and who could never
have got the notion of superior beings through that channel.
Such a non-sequitur would never have been committed, had the
author been in possession of the knowledge that there is in man’s
nature a faculty which performs that function directly by its
own specific activity ; which, by rendering universal a belief in su.

rior existences, and, in combination with another faculty which
impels him to worship superior beings whose existence he be-
lieves, constitutes man essentially a religious being. These fa-
culties are Wonder and Veneration ; and we have shewn in our
article on Demonology, already alluded to, in what way the ex-
cessive or diseased action of these two faculties produces all the
phenomena of the wildest superstition. But the existence of these
faculties not being known when the author studied the human
mind at college, it was not to be expected that he could have the
benefit of their ready solution of the difficulty in his way,—a
difficulty which he has either purposely evaded, or attempted
to explain by a theory which has no connexion with it. If gods
and demons, we t, are objects of human belief,—however
erroneously as to their supposed nature when intellect is uricon-
sulted,—in consequence of the blind imputee of a primitive feel-
ing, a complete demonology may exist, and has existed, without

the belief of the immortality of the-soul. C
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But as, in the rest of the chapter, the author abandons the
uestion of the belief of superior beings, and limits himself to
philosophy of more vulgar apparitions, we are of opinion,
that, on his own shewing, there may exist a firm belief in the
reality of even these, without a belief in the immortality and
separate existence of the soul; and the grounds of that belief
would be, that spectral illusions, with the impression of a
terrible reality, are a specific state of disease, and huve, because
they must have been experienced by individuals in all ages and
states of society, and all varieties of religious belief. We should
therefore reverse the order of cause and effect, as stated by the
author, and conclude_that, Kutting Revelation out of the ques-
tion, these apparitions might be an occasion instead of conse-
quence of the belief in the immortality of the soul.

We may rcmark, in passing, that Sir Walter’s share in the
vulgar yet presumptuous notion, borrowed from the mythology
of the Styx, that the souls of men exist, like so many ghosts ar
thin shades, ready to appear in human shape, if so commanded,
ouly shews the abject thinking on the sublime subject of a future
state, which, in its prevalence, infects minds cven of the highest
order; while both Scripture, which refuses all warrant to such
low conceptions, by declaring that * it is not given to us to
know what we shall be,” and sound philosophy, leave us in total
ignorance of that which is beyond human ken, the modus exis-
tendi of immortality :-——¢ that which eye hath not seen, nor ear
heard, nor hath it entered into the heart of man to conceive.”

We think the author just as unfortunate in his account of the
causes of spectral illusions themselves,~—as illusions sufficien
real,—to which, exclusively he confines the remainder, indeed,
almost the whole of this, his introductory and philosophical
chapter. )

¥irst, According to the author, enthusiastic feelings of an
m ive and solemm nature, such as recent bereavement of
beloved friends, or the still darker case of myrder committed ;
in other words, ¢ the imagination, favoured by circumstances,
has power to summon up to the organ of sight, spectres which
only exist in the mind of those by whom their appearance is
witnessed.”

It must be evident to every one, that the only part of this
most vague theory which is unquestionable, is, that the appari-
tions are unreal; but it is of the very essence of that unsatis-
factory vagueness, which has hitherto been called philosophy,
to say that the imagination summons up spectres to the organ of
sight ; for, as to the proximate cause, we are left here just as
wise as we were. -

8econdly, There follows an exceedingly confused allusion,
ox it-is hittle. more, to Professor Stewart's utterly gratuitous
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‘theory of speéctres,—that they are essentially dreams, willich
‘come at that point between sleeping and waking (how did Mr
‘Stewart know this?), when the individual is really asleep, but
believes himself-awake, and is the sport of a sort of. lively dream.
We answer, that such dreams may create a belief in the dreamer
that a spectre appeared to him, but will never explain the spec-
tral iHusions of broad-waking experience, of which Mr Stewart
‘seemed to have no knowledge whatever. From this, as an ex~
planation of spectres, Sir Walter glides off, as is often his man-
ner, into a perfectly distinct subject, namely, those coincidences
which are thought to realize dreams, and all those presages found-
ed on dreams, which in ignorant times were mistaken for revela-
tions from Heaven. :

Thirdly, * Somnambulism and other noeturnal deceptions,
“frequently lend their aid to the formation of such pkantasmata,
-as are formed in this middle state between sleeping and waking,”
‘—and an instance of a sleep-walking sailor seeing a ghost ie
given. Now, it happens, that the somnambulist is just as much
and as really asleep as any other dreamer, only superadding the
power of locomotion, the result of a power in the brain, in most
cases fortunately suspended in sleep, and sadly struggled with
m nightmare. The spectres of somnambulism are therefore
not in question, for they are only dreams; besides, there are
* many somhambulists as well as other dreamers, who do not see
spectres, or, seeing them, believe in their reality.

Fourthly, The spectre of Brutus is cited, and explained most
" unsatisfactorily, by the vagueness of a state of eager anxiety or
" excited exertion, the recollection of Ceesar's murder, and the
doubts and fears of the impending battle of Philupi. These

feelings may have led remotely to a spectral apparition, which,

of course, was not seen by any one but Brutus himself; but, if
_ it cannot be denied that such feelings do not always produce

spectral visions, on the contrary, do so very rarely, it 1s plain,
: that, by citing the case of Brutus in the manner he has done,

the author has not arrived at what alone can be called the cause

of these illusions, namely, that which must necessarily produce
«them in all cases where 1t is present and oporating.

. Fifthly, The instances of whole armies believing that they
‘ have seen gods and saints fighting for them, prove nothing.
- These are only examples of weak credulity, when the cry as
- raised for-a purpose; and the victory is won, as Sir Walter

himself says, before the mistake, or rather the trick, is discovered.
" ¢ It is a dispos'tion,” says the author, ¢ to see as much of the
supernatural as is seen by others :around, or, in other words, to
trust to the eyes of others rather than to our-own.” A Casti-
- lian cavalier ® mentioned, who foaght in one of the Mexican
- battles, in whivh St Jago mmsisted, mounted .on & white: harse.
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Theicavalier firmly believed in the miraculous interposition ;
but honestly and naively adds, that he did not see the apparition
bimself ;—indeed, saw another cavalier, Francisco de Morla,
mounted on a chesnut horse, fighting in the very place where
the saint was seen by others. But there was nothing in that to
the excited Wonder and Veneration of the cavalier, who exclaims
“ Sioner that I am, what am I that I should have beheld the
blessed apostle !™

Lastly, ‘The author gets at least into the road to truth, when
he proceeds to state, that it is “ now universally known and
admitted that there certainly exist more than one disorder known to
professional men, of which one important symptom is a disposition to
see visions.” This frightful disorder is not properly insanity, although
it is somewhat allied to that most horrible of maladies, and may, in
many constitutions, be the means of bringing it on ; and although such
ballucinations are proper to both. The difference, I conceive to be,
that, in cases of insanity, the mind of the patient is principally affected,
while the senses or organic system offer in vain to the lunatic their de-
cided testimony -against the fantasy of a deranged smagination. Per-
haps the nature of this collision between a disturbed imagination and
orgaus of sense, possessed of theiwr usual accuracy, cannot be better de-
scribed than in the embarrassmeut expressed by an insane patient con-
fined in the Infirmary of Edinburgh.” Here follows the well-known
anecdote of the lunatic, who, believing himself a prince, wondered
that even his choicest viands tasted of oatmeal, that being his principal
if not sole food. ¢ Here, then, is one instance of actual insanity, in
which the sense of taste controlled and attempted to restrain the ideal
hypothesis adopted by a deranged imagination. Bat, the disorder to
which 1 previously alluded is entirely of a bodily character, snd con-
sists principally in a disease of the visual organs, which preseut to the
patient a set of spectres or appearances which have no aclual existence,
It i a divease of the same nature which renders many men incapable
of distinguishing colours, only the patients go a step farther, and per.
vert the external form of objects. In their case, therefore, contrary to
that of the maniac, it is not the mind, or ratber the imagination,
which imposes upon and overpowers the evidence of the senses, but
the sense of seeing (or hearing) which betrays its duty, and conveya
false ideas to a sane intellect I”

It is only upon the mind of a phrenologist that the accumu-
lated errors, the sum of nonsense—we speak with personal de-
ference—of the foregoing short passage, expands with its full
and unqualified effect. It is all we have for the philosophy of
the first genius of the age; and as there is no pEilosop y yet
Pomnsedg by .any of the other leading men of the age, which
enables them to question it, it is lauded as absolute wisdom,
which no man could have written but Sir Walter Scott ! But
we must not interrupt our analysis. Several learned physicians,
according to the author, have assigned different causes for this
malady.” One of these, though-it 1s rather the disease itself than
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which follows. One borrowed from Dr Gregary is, a» & onse,
new (o us, and worth our recording :— .

_ % A patient of his, of some rank, having requested his advice, made
the following extraordinary statement of his complaint. *I am in the
habit,” he said, ¢ of dining at five, and exactly as the hour of six ar-
rives, I am subjected to the following painfu) visitation. The door of
the room, even when I bave been weak enough to bolt it, which 1 have
sometimes done, flies wide open ) and an old hag, like one of those
who haunted the heath of Forres, enters with a frowning and incensed
countenance, and comes straight up to me with every demonstration of
spite and indignation, which could characterise her who haunted the
merchant Abudah, in the Oriental tale. She rushes upon me, says
something, but so hastily that I cannot discover the purport, and then
strikes me 4 severe blow with her staff. 1 fall frem my chairin a
swoon, which is of longer or shorter endurance. To the recurrence of
this apparition I am daily subjected ; and such is my new and singalar
complaint.” ”

Dr Gregory came to dine with his patient, to try whether the
presence of another person would prevent the apparition ; but,
as was to be expected, the hag. came again, and the poor gen-
tleman dropped back in his chair; upon which, the physician
prescribed bleeding, ¢ satisfied that the periodical shocks arose
from a tendency to apoplexy.” Thisis not the proximate cause
yet, else apoplexy would always bring apparitions.

Sir Warl?:r adds another case, for which we also thank him ;
for it is important that patients labouring under these distressin
illusions should be satisfied that the disease is far from uousual.
A gentleman, high in the law, was long attended by the spectre
of a cat, which was succeeded by that of a gentleman-usher in a
court dress, who preceded him even when be visited, but was
evidently invisible to all the company but himself; and ulti-
mately of a skeleton, the emblem of death itself. Thie last ap-
parition was visible to the unhappy narrater at the moment of
stating his case to the physician ; and the latter going to stand
where he was directed as the place of its presence, skreened it
from the patient’s view, all but the head, which he said peered
over the tor’s shoulder. This occasioned & movement of
alarm in the latter, before he could recollect himself! 'The un-
happy patient, in the full knowledge of the apparition being
unreal, sunk under its persevering persecution, and died. - Sir
Walter countinues : —

“ Having added these two remarkaklé instances to the general train
of similar facte quoted by Ferriar, Hibbert, and other writers, who
have more recently comidered the subject ®, there cam, we think, be

® We marvel if our humble selves are here meant; for we have given
greatly more instructive examples than either Hibbert or Ferriar; and that
tmove recently. . . ' . L.
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Y%s cause, is the blue devils of habitual intoxication. Thesc
visited & young man of fortune, who had lived a vicious life in
London, in the shape of the dancing figures-of the opera; a
common spectral apparition, for we know several instanoces.
He got quit of them by retiring to the country, but, unluckily,
having ordered the London furniture to follow him, the dancing
figures came with it.

¢ There is reason to believe that such cases are numerous, and that
they may perhaps arise not only from the debility of stomach brought
on by excess in wine or spirits; which derangement oflen sensibly
affects the eyes and sense of sight, but also because the mind becomes
babitually predominated over by a train of fantastic visions, the conse-
quence of frequent intoxication ; and is t