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In case you still have questions . . .
Anti-transcendentalists rejected (the Transcendentalist’s) outlook on humanity. They declared such optimism naïve and unrealistic. The anti-transcendentalists reflected a more pessimistic attitude, focusing on man's uncertainty and limited potential in the universe: Nature is vast and incomprehensible, a reflection of the struggle between good and evil. Humans are innately depraved and must struggle toward goodness. In fact, goodness is actually attainable only for a few, but evil is a huge morass into which any can slip. Sin is an active force, not merely the absence of good; they do believe, on some level, that the devil exists. Finally, because nature is the creation and possession of God, humans cannot interpret or understand any symbolism it may contain. Intercession between the common man and higher authority is required in heaven and on earth. 
Anti-transcendentalists feared that people who desired complete individualism would give in to the worst aspects of man's nature. Without external constraint, such as societal mores, people are free to wreak havoc, motivated by immediate need and the desire for sensory gratification. However, such free-wheeling chaos can arise only if Transcendentalism ignores the ultimate point of the philosophy: the call to rise above--transcend-- "animalistic" impulses in the journey from the arena of rational but flawed human thought to the perfection of the spiritual realm. 
From Brulator, Meg. “Legacy of Transcendentalism: Religion and Philoshophy.” American Transcendentalism Web. 1999. Virginia Commonwealth University.

With this in mind, some Anti-Transcendental elements of “The Birthmark” (1843) include:
· Aylmer is at once a loving husband and a mad scientist, obsessed with removing the birthmark from his wife Georgiana’s cheek. In this way, he has “given in” to his base, animalistic nature and is “depraved.” Hawthorne’s view of Aylmer—and through him, of humanity—is not optimistic and bright like Emerson’s would be; instead, his is more pessimistic and, he would argue, realistic.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Indeed, from Hawthorne’s perspective Aylmer’s quest to remove the birthmark is sinful in that he presumes to be able to conquer Nature—as represented by the birthmark—and by so doing, attempt to reach a level of knowledge and power equal to that of God.
· Aylmer—and later Georgiana, after being browbeaten by her husband—believes he understands what the birthmark means; however, Hawthorne never truly says what this mark symbolizes, although he offers several suggestions by explaining what others believe it to mean. This is consistent with his belief that because “nature is the creation and possession of God, humans cannot interpret or understand any symbolism it may contain.”
· Finally, Hawthorne’s story as a whole, including its distinctly unhappy ending, serves to underscore “man's uncertainty and limited potential in the universe.”

Again, I recommend you read the excerpt from Herman Melville’s Moby Dick in your textbook (356-374) and consider Ahab (Aylmer) and Moby Dick (the birthmark) in this light. Good luck!
