





TO

THE REV. J. PROUD. e

ot
My DEAr Sir, : . .

T aave pernsed, with wingled surprice and
comaern, the 38nd section of your new work eutitled
she Aged Minister's Last Legacy to the New Church,
dre., in which section you revive the old dispute on
the sshject of separation from the extarsal forms
of worship .established in the old church. - ‘Lhis
dispate, 1 bad fendly flattered myself, had heep
long ago amicably settled, so that both Separatists
and Noun-sepamtists werp disposed to give each
other credit for purity of .intention aad sincerity of
profession, in regaed to the doatrines swhich they -
veceined, whatsoover shades of difference might
exist s to the several modes and fors of worship
sthich. ench . party thaught psoper to adopt, But w
the indulgence .of this.reasouable hope, it sepms, I
bave been lamentably Jdisappointed, secking pesce
sad fiding . only persecution ; expectivg -3 favonr-
able, canstrustion ;to he.pnt spes the actious aud
motives of my friends and myself, .of khe. yery ime
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that they are misinterpreted and misrepresented as
involving in them all that is most base, disorderly
and mischievous. What steps then will be most
proper to be taken on this occasion? Shall the Non-
separatists plead guilty of the crimes with which they
are charged, by being content quietly, and silently,
to stand in the pillary which you have,erected for
them, exposed to public scorn, the subjects of
public defamation, without making any effort to
repel the charges of hypocrisy, dissimulation, pre-
varicalton and deceit, with which they are reviled?
I apprehend, Sir, that you yourself would not jus
tify our conduct in thus tamely and unresistingly
submitting to be calumniated, because you yoursel
must see that the credit and character of a.large
body of the church’s members are concerned, and
that thus the church herself must be a sufferer by
our silence. The church herself too must be sup-
posed to be interested in -another respect, since if
we can prove ourselves to be, not those hypocrites,
dissemblers, prevaricators, and deceivers, which you

‘are pleased to call us, but on the contrary to.have
* been faithful and true to the church’s best interests,

and to have regulated our whole conduct by the rule
of her pure doctrines, so far as we could discover
it, then every member of her community will rejoice
to see, that the FElthiopian’s skin and the leopard's
spots, with which you have covered us, are changed
into that fine linen, clean and white, with which the

, LaMB's wife is arrayed, and prepared as a bride

adorned for her husband. . .
A
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" Under the fall conviction then, that the church;,
'on the: present-occasion, requires us to speak, and
that it is therefore our duty to explain the principles
of our conduct, and the motives by which we have
been influenced, we shall endeavour, in as few
‘words as possible, to obey the church’s command,
‘and to do justice to ourselves. We wish howéver
first to observe, that what we have to say on the oc-
“casion is not dictated by any spirit of hostility or
‘resentment whatsoever, but rather.by the evange-
fical temper of universal love and charity, gentleness
and forbearance, even towards those who differ
from us in opinfon, and are our most violent accu-
sers. ‘The war therefore which we wage (if it may
be called war) is not qﬂbn;'sitie',;but defensive, neither
‘do we'seek any viclory but of truth over error, over
‘ourselves and our passions, that so the Gop of
heaven and of the church, whose high and holy
name is Jesus- Curist, may in-all things be glori-
fied, through the exaltation of His adorable, His
unatterable love, wisdom, and providence. Com-
‘mending ourselves, then, to His divine guidance,
and imploring His divine aid, we thus proceed wnth
our jastification.

In the first place we would observe, (for | speak
in the name and behalf of my friends, as well as of
myself) that in the case under consideration, yoa
‘appear to us to have overlooked t/e single and only
‘proper point, on which the dispute tarns, which yoa
‘have thought proper to revive, between the Separa-
tists and Nonsseparatists. For the quéstion is not,
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86 Jou seaw {0 conceive, congerning She axpediepcy
of, extesnal forms aod ceremanies of marabip.in the
New Churgh, ner_yet congerniug the agrasment
which onght to subsist betwaen thase foxms and
- gevemonies, and the joferpal principles of life,and
doctrine to which they are intended to administar.
For on this question, we the Nan:scparatists ase
perfectly united in septiment with the Senaratistn
being fully copvinced, ngt.only of the necessity.of
external worship in the Naw Charob, but alse.of the
propuiety of its harmapzing with interaml worship,
whepsgaver anch barwgay can be prodncediin 4p
orderly angd «fficient \manner, and sapctioned by
proper suthority, . All thesefare that you have said
0 these subjacts ip rthe 32nd sectiop uf yons fegucy
Js potally irrelevant, becapae it is altogether.apl gw-
Hirely,.wncognggted with the digpute,updsr consides-
skion.. Your xeferences plso- 1o the sritings of opF
illnmluated anthor, ,ap this instance,. are of: up Ag
seunt whatsoever, since they asaect nothing hnt that
the New Charch ouyght to celebrate.external Wor
ship, .and thatthis worsbip aughtto e in agranment
with :her awn principles, to all which asseriions e
cordially assent. But here comes the imparian
fnestin, which, either (brangh imadverignce,. or
Aisinelination 1o examine it, you have entireky -avesr
loaked, yetwhich changes.the whole aspact .of he
Sispute, by throwing s.new light en the copduet #f
the Non-separatists, and thys proving it ot sobe
quite 30 black, s0.iniguitonsand diserderly, sey0n
wre pleased fo represent i Lhe quention J Sa%
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Dothid; -wbinsis proper: to; b~ doud, not’ when the
dhruteh Ml attqibad '8 (il growth #nd perfection
of stvewgehy, bet whvh it io i the swiddling elothes
of .ide: dhfioet wlawd, Jast: beghmdny to enterge ows of
darknées ko light; thas when W ¥ Ja6rm o ity
prisdigies, and orere 8o itvite practicas, havieg #ow
yoi acquived: tho Ailk and -proper use of ‘s kimdi
snd 109 /008 ; ivvnsisting dlad: of fow members, and
thowy few in o stute df swch sarprize. at.their el
otintenoe hnd 'thd hew werld. it which they upe
 borw, fhat thdy M#éw not. 8¢ frst which wuy to tune
. thodiselves; of in Winit thatitser to direot thelt feuble
. Gpeestions? T, 1 .53y, 8 the importunt qaetiot
which ught o be asked xnd sweerely ahsweved;
bofre wey s Judgmeuembehmdiuheem
sddev cunsiderition.

Bot vnd of the ubvee qmesnoﬁ & mﬁﬁpﬁaty o!
st inggoiriey :also aride, of bqual itevest wed
wmortent. . For it muy ba askedy In aw fnfone dtads
& the clmrel, such ag i have déneribod; e it bhé
wiss or prudewt o pat thd inembels ithredistely
wpes exieindl eserfioht (o' Wiiel the strinpth e
ol prosont insdendate,' beciude Hwit dirtarnal prins
ciplew of )ifd ure oot . putfully formed? Insedh an
mfant state of the chwrsh tdo, wiioh nay besaps
postd to regire contineal ptrangthehing by an. ine
srexie of ity alenbers; - ole N dfso be wise awd
pradens for thesd why 6 in the thuth, te sepurate
thormelvoy, extornalfy and ninddaily; om those whe
o wdt it the . thwth, amd thuw Tose ad) powdr amd
tpgortasity . of inbiructiog sherb, as shey nast of
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netessity do, if they adept new forms . and modés of
worship? Can it again be wise and prudent, . whea
you, wish to draw men over to’ yomr; opinions, to.
begin with an express act of hestility, by condembiug
their litnrgies, .and thus. rejecting all. external .com-
munion with them?. For was.it ever known that any
fowler,. who intended to catch a bird, first bgan with
scaring it? Can it, further be wise and prudent in a
clergyman of the established church, who has re-
ceived the doctrines of the New Church, to quitihis
congregation immediately, and thus leave them to
perish in false persuasions, instead of teaching them
the truth, by still .continuing his ministry amosgst
them? Swedenborg  expressly deelares, that the
New Church is to be nourished by and grow out of the
old, (see Ap. Exp. 764,) and that the falses in the
Old Church are to be removed by the clergy: but
“how now is this to.be effected, if the ministers of
 the Old. Church leave their congregations, and thus,
by becoming sectarists, give offence to, and repel
from the knowledge of the truth, those, whom they
ought to have ipstructed. in. that kuowledge? Swe-
denborg again teaches, that the LoRp s never sili-
gng. to destroy suddenly, much less instantancously,
the worship inseminated in any one from infancy, for.
this would be to pluck.up the soot, and thereby destroy
the holy principle. of adoration and worship decply
smplanied, which the  Lorp never breaks, but bends,
since being rooted in early life it is of such a nature,
that it cannot emdure violewce, but must be dended
with moderation and gentleness, (A..C. 1983.). Shall
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oot then both clergy and laity, who bave imbibed
the heavenly doctriries of the New Jerusalem, suffer
themselves to'be influenced, in this respect, by their
Lorp’s example, and with this view take good heed
to themselves, how at any time, they do violence to
the above holy principle of adoration and worship,
either by breaking it with the hard tools of rancour
and invective, or by neglecting to bend it through
the softer influence of moderation and gentleness?

Forhow dares any one venture to destroy suddenly
what the L.oRD never destroys suddenly? Or what
piety, what prudence, what intelligence can be a
sanction for exercising less patience and forbearance,
evebtowards the errors and mistakes of mankind,
than the Lorp Himself exercises ?

'‘Behold * here then, Sir, some of the important
questions, which you ought to have weighed deli-
berately, and to have answered conscientiously,
before you took upon you to declare your sentiments
so confidently, (I might perhaps be excused if I said
50 harshly) on the interesting subject of separation
from external communion with the Old Church!
Behold too, at the same time, the considerations
involved in the above questions, which originally
induced the Non-separatists to adopt their system
of moderation and gentleness in regard to externals
of worship, and which still press powerfully upon
them the obligation of continuing to act according
tothat system! They feel it a duty to be affected
towards ‘the holy principle of worship implanted in
infancy, as ‘the Lorp Himself is affected. They

B
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~ dare not. therefore destroy it suddenly, because. the
LoRrD never destroys it suddenly; neither dare they
break it, because He never breaks it. ‘They con-
tinue therefore in the use of those external forms of
worship in which they have been educated, because
first, they find that the Lorp, without breaking,
bends them, in every humble and sincere mind, to
the worship of Himself, as the only Gop of heaven
and earth, since those forms (I am speaking of the
forms in the established church,) like the letter of
the HoLy Worbp from which they are derived, may
be bended towards one Gob, or towards three, ac-
cording to the state of the worshipper’s mind, as
enlightened, or otherwise, by the eternal truth;
secondly, because they thus avoid deing violence to
the holy principle of worship in others ; thirdly,
because by this moderation and forbearance they
gain a greater ascendancy over the minds of their
fellow-men in conducting them to the knowledge of
the truth ; and fourthly, because in adepting new
forms and modes of worship, they wust of necessity
excite unnecessary prejudices against the truth, and
thus prevent many from examining and receiving the
heavenly doctrines of the New Jerusalem, who
might otherwise have been prevailed upon to ex-
amine and receive, and thus to extend the blessed
boundaries of the Lorp’s new kingdom.
But, Sir, these considerations, powerful and com-
manding as they are, and forcibly as they operate in
our minds, are not the only considerations on which
our conduct has been grounded in regard to that
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Non-separation, which you are pleased to term our
crime and our reproach. For on this subject, we
have attentively examined, and scrupulously obeyed
the high authorities deducible from two other
sources, each of which isof a nature, youn yourself
must allow, sufficiently imperative to demand from
all mankind, and especially from the members of
the New Church, the most unlimited and undis-
guised acquiescence. The first of these sources is
the example of the GREAaT Saviour and of His
Apostles, during their abode here on earth: The
second is the testimony of our enlightened author
E.S. as far as we can collect it from his various
writings.

Ishall begin with the first of these sources, the
ezamples of the GREAT Saviour and His Apostles.

You yourself, Sir, appear to be aware of the
weight and influence which attach to these examples,
since you appeal to them in an early stage of your
discussion on the subject of Separation from the
Old Church. But what an appeal is it which you
have made! Not a single quotation have you pro-
duced from the evangelical history in regard to our
Loep’s conduct on the occasion, possibly because
you could not meet with one which suited your pur-
pose: Ino respect again to His Apostles, you do
indeed quote a passage from the Acts, which you
think illustrative of their condnct, but which only
proves to me the lamentable power which prejudice
occasionally exercises in human minds. For whence,
let me ask, comes it to pass, that you have com-
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pletely mistaken the real sense and import of the
passage which you quote, and thus have deduced
from it an argument which has no ground whatso-
ever to stand upon? 1 entreat you, Sir, to recon-
sider the Apostolic history, and you will assuredly
find that I do not charge you unjustly. For what is
the simple historical truth contained in the passage
to which you allude, but "this? Certain Jewish
Christians had contended that the Gentiles ought to
be circuincised, and keep the law, which obligatioa
the Gentiles disputed and resisted. Ttve business
was therefore referred to the Apostles at.Jerusalem,
who gave it as their opinion that no such burden
ought to be imposed on the Gentiles, for that it was
sufficient if they abstained from meat offered to idols,
and from blood, and from things strangled, and
Jrom fornication.. But allow me to ask, What has
all this to do with the conduct of the Apostles them-
selves, in regard to their separation from the rites of
the Jewish church? The opinion, which they here
give, has reference only to the Gentile Christians,
and not at all to the Jewish ones, for, as I shall show
presently, the Apostles and the Jewish Christians
still thought themselves under obligation to keep the
law, practise circumcision, and attend the synagogue.
~ worship. The passage, therefore, which you quote
from the Acts in support of your own argument,
rather makes against you, than for you, since it
. proves that one law was ordained for Gentile con-
verts, and another for Jewisk converts, thus that the
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former were emancipated from Jewish - rites and or-
‘dinances, - but not so the latter.

I am extremely sorry, Sir, to be under the neces-

sity of thus coavicting you of mistake and misinter-
pretation in a point of . so. much importance,: but the
cause of truth requires it, and therefore having dis-
charged this duty, I shall now proceed to preduce
proofs from the evangelical history,. that what you
say .on the subject of Separation from. the Old
Charch is not supperted either by the example of
our Lorp;. or.of His Apostles.

It is strange to me, and . quite unaccounﬁabla,
except: from the operation of that prejudice; . which,
I am sorry to find, can-sometimes spread it’s dark
film over aged eyes, that in discussing the subject of
Separation from the Old Church, you have entirely
overlooked, or at least concealed from your readers,
those passages in the gaspel history, which-advert
to the Lorp’s conduct in regard to the .Jewish
. cherch and, the seryices .of : the temple and the syna.
. gogue. Allow me then to call those passages to
yaur recollection, because I am persuaded you will
agree with me that the Lorns example, in this in-
stance, ought to have the weight and authority of
an absolute command with all his devout followers;
In the first place then it is most evident, that the

Lorp never.separated Himself from the temple and; -

synagogue worship, for we read, that He submitted.
to be presented in the temple, and also to be circum-,
cised; He. likewise .frequently -taught both in the
temple and the synagogues, as He. Himself testifies,:

B



. 14

when He says, I ever taught in the synagogue and
the temple, whither the Jews alway resort, (John xviii.
20.) In the second place it is equally evident, that
 He paid respect to the rites of the Mosaic law, and
to the authority of the priests appointed by that
law, for when He had cured a leper, He discharges
him with these words, Go show thyself to the priesi,
and offer the gift that Moses commanded for a testi-
mony unto them (Matt. viii. 4. Mark i. 44. Luke
v.14.) In the therd place it is again evident, that
He did not separate- His disciples from their former
teachers, the Scribes and -Pharisees, but on ‘the
contrary positively requires that they should attend
diligently the instruction which they had been ac-
customed to receive from that source, for thus He
expresses Himself, 7'he Scribes and Pharisees sit in
Moses's seat ; all therefore whatsoever they bid you
observe, that observe and do, (Matt. xxii. 2,3.) In
the fourth plate, when He forewarns His disciples
of the persecutions which they were to expect-after
His departure out of the world, He mentions this as
one, T'hey shall put you out of the synagogue, (John
xvi. 2.) which is a manifest proof that the disciples
never put themselves out of the synagogue, for had
this been the case, how could they be said to be put
out by others, and how therefore could the predic-
“tion of their DiviNe Lorp and MasTER bave been
accomplished ? Indeed, in such case, what would
have been the persecution ? '
- It is plain, then, -from the abdve testimony, that
the Lorp never authorized by {lis example, any
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more than by His precept, any separation from the
external services of the Jewish church, but on the
contrary, that He strictly charged all His followers
to continue in those services,

Let us now see what was the conduct of those
followers, and particularly of the Apostles them-
selves, after their Lorp’s . ascension, in regard to
their Lorp’s example and precepts, as above
noted.

You assert at page 294 of your Legacy, that from
the time Jisus CBRIST ascended to His glory, Llis
Apostles and disciples assembled together in His
name, and we heay no more of their conbinuing mem-
bers of the temple or synagogue. But, my dear Sir,
where did. you, collect this information? ‘Not cer-
tainly from the only authentic records of the con-
duct of those primitive Christians, since had you
consulted those records with proper attention, they
must immediately have convinced you of your mis-
take. Foronly take the trouble for a moment of
looking with me into the Book called the Aets of
the Apostles, which contains the genuine history of
what they did and said after their Lorp’s ascension,
and what do you read there? Peter and Jokn went
up together snto the temple at the hour of prayer,
(chap. iii. 1.) Again, T%e angel of the Lorp by
wight opened the prison doors, and brought them (the
Apostles) forth, and said, Go, siand and speak in the -
temple o the people all the words of this life. And
when they heard, they entered into she temple early in
the morning, and taught. (chap. v. 29 to 32.) Again,
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And daily in the temple, and in every house, the,
ceased ' not' to teach Jesus Curist, (chap. v. 42))
Again, When they (Barnabas and -Saul) departed
Jrom Perga, they came into Pisidia, and went into
the synagogue on the sabbath day, and ‘sat dows,
(chap. iii. 14.) “Again, It came to pass in: Iconium
that they (Barnabas and Saul) went both together
into the synagogue of the Jews, and so spake, that
a great mullitude of the Jews and also of the Greeks
believed, (chap. xiv. 1.) . -Again, Him (Timotheus)
woudd ' Paul have to go forth with him ; and took
and circumoised him because of the Jews which wer
in those quarters, (chap. xvi. 3.) Agaiu, Now when
they (Paul and- Silas) had passéd through Amphi.
polis -and ‘Apollonia, they came to 'Thessalonica,
tohere was -a synagogue of the Jews, and Paul, as
his manner was, went in unto them and three sabbath-
days reasoned with them out of the Scriptwres, (chap.
" xvii.'1, 2. -Again,” Therefore disputed he (Pail) in
the synagogue with the Jews, and with the devost
persons, (chap. xvii. 17.) Again, And ke (Paul)
reasonxed in the symagogue every sabbath-day, (chap.
xwiii. 4.) "Again, -And--he (Paul) came to Ephesus,
and-loft them there; but he himself entered tnto the
synagogue, and reasoned with the Jews, (chap. xviii.
19.) Again, A certain Jew named Apolloo, who'
was inslructed in the way of the Lorp, began-to
speak..boldly in- the synagogue, (chap. xviii: 24, 25,
26.) Again, He (Paul) went into the synagogue,
and spake. boldly for the space of three-months, (chap.
xix. 8.) Lastly, when; Paul returned to Jerusalem,
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after preaching the gospel in various parts of Asia,
we are informed that James and all the elders ac-
costed him in these words, ¢ Thou seest, brother,
how many thousands of Jews there are which believe,
and they are all zealous of the law: And they are in+
Jormed of thee that thou teachest all the Jews which
are among'. the Gentiles, to forsake Moses, saying,
that they ought not to circumcise their children, nei-
ther to walk after the customs. What is it therefore?
The multstude must needs come together, for they
will know 2hat thou art come: Do therefor® this that
we say to thee: We have four men which have a vow
onthem : Them . take, and purify thyself with them,
axd be at charges with them, that they may shave
their heads, and all may know that those things,
whereof they were informed concerning thee, are
nolhing, but that thou .thyself also walkest orderly,
and keepest the law,” (chap. xxi. 20 to 25.) This
address, we afterwards read,. bhad it’s intended ef-
fect, for it is written at verse 26, that Paul took the
men, and the next day purifying himself with them
entered into the temple, to signify the accomplishment
of the days of purification, and that an offering
should be affered for every one of them.

Behold here, Sir, a true statement of the conduct
of the Apostles and first converts to Christianity, in
regard to the Jewish temple and ordinances, as we
find it handed - down to us in that authentic record
called the Acts of the Apostles, and then compare
this statement with  your own on the same subject !
You have taken upon you to assert, that from the

c
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time Jasvs CHRISY ascenddd to His glery, we hear
no move of His Aposiles and disciples continuing
membens of the lemple or synagogue, hul the.traditions
of the Jews gave way to the doclrines of JEsua
GHRIST, the ceremenies ¢f the Jews to the ritwals of
#he gospel. (See Legacy, p. 294.) But, my dear
Sir, what rashness. eoudd tewpt you to make this
unguarded assertion, which you here find so pesi-
tively contradicted by the conduct even of the A pos-
tles themselves? For what shall we say is to be un-
derstood by Peler and John going up together inte
dhe temmple at the hour of prayer ; by the angel of the
Lord saying to them, Go, stand and speak in the
demple to the people; by their daily in the temple
geasing wot to leach and preach Jesus CHRIST; by
Barnabas and Seul goimg together inbo the synagogue
8f the Jews, and speaking; by Paul circumcising
Timothy; by Paul so repeatedly altending the sy-
nagogue; dud lpstly, by his submitting te purify
Inmself with the four men who had & vow on thewm,
and this ab the instigation of James and all the
elders, and to avoid giving offence to the Jewish
provelytes? (See extracts. above from the Aets of
the Apostles.) Is there any thing in all this like
the separation you speak -of from the Jewish syna-
gogue? Or pather, deth not the whole histocy
of the Acts of the Apostles unifermly testify, that
for a.long time after. the ascension of their Loro, the
Apostles and Jewish proselytes still continued to
attend both. the. temple, the synagogue, and the
Jewish external worship and ordinances? .
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" To' the abewe -evidenee Yespecting - the condiuet
of the Apostles, I wight add the testimony of
eoclestastical historiams, particularly of Eusebius
bishop of Czesarea, in his account of the Apostle
James, the first bishop of the Christian chureh at
Jerwsalem. - For the historian relates concerning
this pious man, that by reason of his extraserdinary
sdnetity of life, he swas the only perdon that had free
acotss swiothe Holy of Holies, in the Jewish temple,
and that he was afterwards (dnown down from the
gap of the lemple by some Jewish Rabbis, who were
enaraged at the firmness with wivich he maintained
the doctrines of Christianity. I might nemark alse,’
that we never read, or hear any meation made, of
the A postles building new temples for the celebration
of any particular form of worship of their own, or
‘that they ever recommended to others the erecting
®»f such temples, whick most probably they would
kave done, had they and their proselytes been en-
tirely detached and separated from the service of the
temple and the synagogue. But, I trust, enough
tas been already said to cenwince every candid and
reasonable person, and even youreelf, that you are
not altogether correct, or rather that you are alto-
gether mistaken, in your statement of the conduct
of the Apostles after their Lord’s ascension to
glory. o :
I preceed therefore now to the consideration of
smother high authority, on whieh the Non.separe-
tists ground their justification, and which is dedu-
eible from another source, viz. the testimony of omr
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enlightened author E. S. so far as we can collect it
‘from his various writings. '

This testimony has frequently been adverted to,
‘and urged, in former publications, but as you ap-
pear either to have forgotten, or overleoked it, 1
shall take the liberty of callmg it-again to yout Te-
collection. _

Allow me then, Sir, to observe, that in all the
voluminous writings of our enlightened scribe, there
'is not to be found a single passage, which.even bints
at the necessity of his readers separating from the
externals of the worship in which they have bees
educated, by erecting new temples, ‘and instituting
‘new forms and modes of worship. . A neceseity is
indeed insisted on of separating from other churches
in doctrine and life, but- this is a perfectly distinet
- consideratiou from separation as to externals of
worship. Indeed, the externals of worship, except
in relation to baptism and the koly supper, appear to
have been made little account of by the scribe of the
New Jerusalem, insomuch that in his comment on
the fiftieth Psalin he asserts, that t/he Lorp desireth
not sacrifice and external worship ; and again in his
comment on the fifty-first Psalm he says, that the
Lorbp prays fer purification, in which case He will
teach divine truths, and not external but internal
worship. (Seesummary Exposition.) ,

But although our venerable scribe says not a
single syllable to show the necessity of separating
from the exlernal worship of .the Old Church, be
urges many reasons for continuing in it, at least till
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the New Church shall attain a greater fulness and
maturity of growth. For it has already been ob-
served what his remark is concerning the holy
principle of worship implanted in infancy, -how it
ought not to be destreyed, because the LorD never
bréaks, but bends it. 'To this remark may be added
‘three other (to me) most satisfactory reasons, dedu-
cible from the heaveuly doctrines of the New Jeru-
salem, why every reader should pause, at least, be-
fore he quits those extermals of worship in which he
has been educated. The first of these reasons may
be found in the author’s Exposition, in his Ap. Exp.
o 670, of that passage in the 11th chapter of the
Apocalypse, - where it e said, that the two witnesses
ascended. into heaven in a cloud. The second may be
found in .the same work, n. 764, in his Exposition
of the passage in the 12th chapter, where it is writ-
“ten, th&t the enrth-helped the woman: And the third
may be found in what he testifies concerning the
clergy, where he says, that they are to be instru-
wental in eradicating the falses of the Old Clmrch
(F.C. R. n. 784)

Now, Sir, respecting the first of the above rea-
sons, you yourself know, as well as I can tell you,
that our enlightened author’s Exposition of the pas-
sage in the Apocalypse éoncerniug the two witnesses,
where it is said, that they-ascended to heaven in @
cloud, is to this effect, that the New Church, signi-
fied by the two witnesses, was to be separated from
the Old Church, as to inlernals, but not as to exter-
aals. You know further, that by the externals here



spoken of are meant, ‘acconding to the same autbor,
dhe externals of the Word, of the church, and of
worship. Is not this then a sufficient reason whya
receiver of the doctrines of the New Chureh shounld
-hesitate, before he separates from the externals of
avorskip in the Old  Church? For can it be aafe to
oppose the testimony of the messenger of the New
Jerusalem, who declares, that such sepamation was to
be confimed to tnternals, aud not extead to exlerndis!
‘You will perhaps contend, as the Rev. Mr. Jones has
contended, that the abave testimony relates to the
church fu the spiritual world, and net to the charh
an the natyral world. But allowing this to be the
«ase, (which yet I am wot disposed-at all to allew,
since our author has made no sunch exception)—but,
I say, -allowing it for a' moment to be so, I would
then ask, Isit wise, or is it prudent, for the charch
an the natural world to adopt a conduet directly op-
pored to that of the church €n the spiritual sworid?
For what sufficient reason can be assigned, why
separalson as o snternals, dbut nol as {0 externals,
should be expedient in the one case, and not in the
other? :

- In regard again to the second of the avbove reasous,
-as grounded in our autbor’s Exposition of the pas-
sage in the 12th chapter of the Apocalypse, where
dt is written that ¢he earth kelped the woman, you
-again know, as wel as I can tell you, that our
muthoer's interpretation of these worde is to -this
eflect, that the chureh, which is ealled the New Jers-
-salem, is to Larry (or abide) for a time among st those
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who are in the doctrine of faith separade (from charity:
and good works) whilst it grows to the full, until
provision be mude (for it's establishment) amongst
grealer numbers. You know. also the reason which
he assigns for this delay as to separation, viz. that
in the old church there are some who live the life of
Jaith, whieh is charity, and Rence il is that the New
Church, which is called the holy Jerusalem, is helped
by these latier, and is ulso tucreased. (See Ap. Exp.
764} Allow me now, Sir, to ask the question,
Has the wisdom and prudence, contained in the
dbove explication, been acted upon by all the mem-
bers of the New Church? Have they waited pa-
teatly, in external communion with' the Old
Charch, till the New Church was arrived at it's
Jalness? Rather, in some instances, have they not
been impetaons and even violent, to do that imme~
diately which their favourite and enlightened author '
deelares ought not to be done, until the chureh had
sitsined a falness of growth? It is in vaiu to urge,
on this eceasion, that the church has.longago attained
that filness, for can a church, in this kingdow, for
instance, be said to be full, when the number of
seals in' that church, compared with the number of
souls eomtaineéd in the kingdom, and which the
church is eapable of admitting, is osly in the pro-
portion of four or five thousand to sixteen millions,
or of one to three thousand? Have not therefore
the IWon-separatists, in this instance, given a coms
mendable proof of their attention and attachment td
the wisdom and pradence of their heavenly-directed -
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teacher’s Exposition, by tarrying, as he advises,
amongst the members of the Old Church in exter-
nals, in order that the New Church may attain the
fulness of it's growth, and the maturity of it's
strength ? o

But - hasten to the consideration of the third
reason above adverted to, why a separation from
the externals of the Old Church is not at present
adviseable, as it may be deduced from what our en-
lightened author observes concerning the clergy, viz.
that the New Church cannot be formed, unless falses
be first eradicated, which must be effected amongs
the clergy, and thus amongst the laity. (T.C. R.n.
784.) For what is this but saying, that the clergy
must first extirpate falses, by the implantation of
truths iir their own minds, and thus be rendered in-
strumental .in eradicating falses from the miads of
" the laity? But who, let me ask, are here to be un-
derstood bythe clergy ? Surely none but such, as have
received episcopul ordination, for Swedenborg was
acquainted with o other.. And how are these clergy
to eradicale falses amongst the laity, but by remaining
in their respective churches, and teaching truths? The
conclusionthereforeisevident, that Swedenborg never
meant to intimate that the clergy, on receiving the
truth, should quit their churches, but quite the con-
trary, since in quitting their churches, they must of
course leave the laity uniostructed in truth, and thus
could meverbeinstrumnentalineradicating falses which
Swedenborg declares was to be the effectof their
teaching. Itis plain then to me, as the sun at noon-



day, that every clergyman of the established church
in this country, who has received the heavenly doc-
trines of the New Jerusalem, is bourid by the autho-
1ity of Swedenborg’s testimony, to continue his
iministry in the church to which he is appointed ; and
that if he does not so continue his ministry, be then
‘offends against the express declaration of his heaven-
'dlrected teacher, and in so doing, annuls the blessed
power and’ pnvilege with which he is gifted, of era-
dicating falses amongst his congregation. In further
proof of this assertion, (if it wanted any) I might
appeal to the case of the late’ Mr. Hartley, Rector
of Winwick in Northamptonshire, translator of the
treatises on Influx, and on Heaven and Hell, and
* the most confidential friend of Swedenborg in this
country, who yet, so far from being advised by
Swedenborg to quit his church, as he certainly
would have been had Swedenborg thought it neces-
sary, continued in the ministry of the Old Chu;ch
to the end of his life, and' mdst earnestly importuned
me to do the same. '

How then, Sir, are we to account, on any rational
ground, for the three facts above stated, firsi, that
Swedenborg interprets ome passage in the Apoca-
lyptic pages, as relating to a separation of the New
Church from the Old, as ¢o mtemals, but not as to
externals; secondly, that he mterprets another pas-
sage in the same work, as announcing that (ke New
Charch was to tarry for a certain period with the old;
and thirdly, that falses in the Old Church weére to bé
eradicaled by the clergy? How, I say, shall we

»
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give any rational account of the above facts, -except
by supposing that Swedenborg, in the first instance,
saw the danger, or at least the mexpedlency, of the
New Charch separating from the Old as to extemals ;
- and in the second mstance, that he saw the danger
of a hasty separation ; and thirdly, that he never io-
tended to call the clergy, who had received the doc-
trmes of the New Church, to any separation ? Do
you still then urge us to comply with you in your
favourite object of separation from the externals of
the Old Church? We tell you plamly that we darc
" mot? Do you ask why we darenot? We tell you
with equal plaioness, that we dare not countera.&
the examples of Jesus Curist and His Apostles,
and at the same time reject the counsel of our euy
lightened teacher. Do you still insist, .that by our
Non-separation we prevent many from receiving the
heavenly doctrines of the New Jerusalem? We
wish to reply, but with all humility and distrust of
our own judgment, that we do not think oursel\es
answerable for the consequences, but for the molives
of our conduct, leaving the consequences to. the
divine .providence of the Most Hien. ' We should
be extremely sorry to be instrumental in excluding
any from the blessed light of the New Jerusalem,
but if their admission to that light depends on our
acting contrary to the convictions of our consciences,
grounded io divine example and precept, we can
only say, we canuot, because we dare mot, pro-
mote it."

Haviog now, er, endeavoured to explam to yow
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the true' ground, on’ which the Non-separatists jus-
tify their conduct,’ I shall only beg leave ta detain
you a moment’ longer, whilst 1 make a remark o
two on some ‘assertions cantained in your Section
on Separation from the Old Church. = ’
* It has béen abundantly proved above, by multi-
pﬁed quo&ations?b'oth from the Evangelists, and the
Acts of the Apostles, that neither Jesus CHRIsT,
or His Apostles, ever separated from the externals
of the Jewish church and worship: Tt has been also
proved, by quotations from the writings of Sweden-
borg, that he never encourages any separation of the
members of the New Jerusalem church from exter-
nal communion with the Old Church, but on the
contrary, urges prudential cautions againstit, and
in one passage declares expressly, that the two'
churches wereto be separated as to internals, but not
as to externals.” What then, Sir, are we to think of
your unguarded assertions, when we hear you say,
that from the time Jtsus CHRIST ascended to His
glory, we hear no more of His Apostles and disciples
continuing members of the temple or synagogue?
And again, J venlure to assert, that we have no autho-
rily, example, or precedent bo justify the conduct (of
the Non-separatists?) And again, However we may
Resitate, demur, and endeavour to plead for a Non-
separation, it is most evident that not one single justi-
JSiable argument can be advanced in it’s favour, no not
d single command, example or authority in all the
whole Word, or the Writings (See pages 294, 299,
312 Really, Sir, when' I read these rash asser-
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tions, Tam led o deplore more and more that de~
clension of the human mind from it's pristine state,
~ of integrity, which could expoge it tp be the dupe.
of such jncansideration. For are lhe examples of
Jusus Crrist and s Apostles 5o examples? - Is,
the autb.onty of Swedenborg no authority ? Are the
arguments resultmg from both o justifiable argu-
ments? How then was. it pOSSIble for any wan, and
espec:ally for a member and aged wminister of the
Lorp’s glonous New Church, with the Bible and
the writings of E. S. before his eyes, so flatly to.
contradict the plain testimony of both! 1 wegp
.therefore unceasingly over the weaknesses of my
brethren, and I most earnestly supplicate the Mosr
Hiow, that in His adorable mercy He will be pleased
to guard us all, with ‘a double guard, against the
corruptions of our own hearts, and at the same
time against those erroneous reasonings, and wrong
couclusions, into which those carruptions have a
continual necessary tendency to betray us.

Again, Sir, how durst any member of the New.
Church venture to pervert, as you have doue, at
page 300, that passage in the Revelation, (chap.
xi. 14.) where it is said tq the two witnesses, Come
up hither, by applying the wordas to the Non-separa-
tists, as ifthey contained a eall from heaven to them
to come into your newly-canstructed temples, and
adopt your new forms and ordinances of worslup?
Swedenborg, you know, or ought ta know, iuter-
preis the words as denoting, that the two witoesses.
were taken up info heavew, (Ap. Rev. 412} Were
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you not theuw afraid, Sir, to adopt another interpre-
tation, and am interpretation also at such variance
with the words themselves? For can the eall, Come
up, apply in any way as a call to come up to things
exlerngl? or can the term, hither, when uttered
by a voice from heaven, mean a building of brick or
gtone? Really, Sir, I am shocked at such gross
perversion, not to say profanation, of the haly
Ward of the Most HigH.

Bat, Sir, you have notonly perverted tbebolyWord.
and contradicted it’s plain testimony, together with
the testimony of the writings of E. S, in your zeal for
Separation from the Old Church, but you have added
calumny to such perversion and coutradiction, by
expressing yourself in language, which no zeal cay
warrant, which the best cayse cannot sanction, and
. which in general is only resorted to, whea truth, and
vreason and argnment fail,. For to this effect I read
in the 307th page of your book, How . must ous
winds feel for the dissimulation, j;revaricatioa. and
. memtal reservatian we are obliged ta, while we are in
sppearance devoutly joining i forms, words, prayery
. and worship, in which our hearts cannot wnite: And
sgain, at page 308, In fact, this isnot only hypoeriny
- and gross deception, but it s telling the congregation
we are of their fuith, &c. And again, at page 303,
The very stats, (viz. of disorder in New Chureh
swiablishments,) which is urged as a cause for Non.
separaiion, s the state they themselves (the None
weparatista) Aave contributed to promets. These, my
dear Sir, yoa will surely allow, are heavy chasges,
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especxa“y when urged by an ao'ed minister ; but ars
you aware that they apply ahke to Jesus CaRrist
and His Apostles, as to-the Non-separatists? Are
you aware, I say, that'according to your reasouing,
both Jesus Cmus’l‘ and ' His Apostles, were dissem:
blers, prevarccators, kypocrites and deceivers, sinée
in attending the' Jewish temple: aud: synagogue, as
they were ‘ constantly in the habit of doing, they,
(agreeably with the teuour of your arvmnent) set'an
examfﬂe of all-that same dzsszmulatzon, ‘prevarica-
tron, ‘menial’ rmr‘vatwn, hypocrzsy' and 'deceit, of
whieh: 'you accuse the Non-separatists?' You mast
either then'prove (which'it is impossible you' can do}
that Jesvs'CHrrsT, and His Apostles after his ascen-
tnon to glory, never joined i the temple dnd syna-
gue service, and never’ conformed to Jewish 'ordi-
nances, or you must load their memories with all the
same opprobrious epithets which you have heaped
on us the Non-separatists of the present day

regard o your other charge of ourdeing accessofy
to all the disorders whick have taken place tn New
Church establishments, you really make us smile, and
remind us of those phnlosophers, who either ascribe
effects to wrong causes, or confound causes With
effects, ‘since the truth is, that our foresight and ap-
préhension’ of ‘the disorders to which you allude,
constitated one, amengst ‘many other reasons, Why
we dreaded the idea of separation, and therefore
the disorders themselves were the eause of ¢ur Non-
separation, and not our N on-separatlan the causeOf
the disorders.. . e -
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. One .observation ‘more, and I have dane., ¥ou
appear to lay great stress on the wisibility of the
New Church, and on the necessity of such visibility,
for thus you write at page 313, 7T%e Naw Church
wmust be a visible ewternal church from internal prin-
ciples; and again you repeat at page 314, The
churck on earth must be a distinct, visible, extamal
church, separate from all others, seen and known to
be such in the world.—Now, Sir, I would maintain,
thatno church, properly speaking, cap be visible,
ifby being visible you mean, as I should suppose
you must mean, visible to mortal eyes; for by the
term churchk, you must be well aware, is not to be
wderstood a mere visible building of wood and stone,
a0 yet any mere visible forms and ceremonies of wor-
skip, but by the term church is meant and implied
the Lorp’s kingdom here on earth, which kingdo'm,
23 being a spiritual kingdom, and consisting of spi-
ritua] principles, cannot possnbly be an object of
corporeal sight. Accordmgly, when Jesus CHRIsST
was questioned by the Pharisees as to the time when
the kingdom of Gob should come, He replies in these
ever-memorable and edifying words, T%e kingdom
of Gov cometh not with observation (or outward
show ;) neither shall they say, Lo here! arlo there?
Jor behold, the kingdom of Gob is within you, (Luke
xviii. 20, 21.) And what s all this but saying, that
the church also, which is the kingdom of Gon here
on earth, cometh not by observation, meither shall
they say of it, Lo here! or lo there! for the church
(or kingdom of Gop bere on egrth) is within you?



-’W’b cduiceive thed, ‘Sir, ‘on the authotity of 'the
“L/okp’s own words, that the New Church, properly
- ~considered, ‘can never become a visible church, ot a
“church to*be pointed at by e Lo kere/ or lo tlere!

‘ 'lt’gexterﬁal worship may indeed be rendered visibie,
‘but then it'is well to be noted, that external worskip
is distinct from the church, and ought not therefore
‘to be confounded with the church, imasmuch as the
‘church, according to the testimony of our author,
‘'may exist without external worship, and actually
‘did so exist in the most ancient church (see A. C.
'420.) A wicked and unbelieving person may a0
‘perform' external worship as well as the trae believer,
«and thus visibly may pass for a trie believer, in like
‘manner as a proud man may visibly appear humble,
and a covetous man may visibly appear generous. |

Visibility then, Sir, it should seem, has nothing |
‘to.do with the real church, because visibility belongs ‘
bhly to things merely external, whereas the red
‘church, being the invisible kingdom of Gop, or st
tnvisible principle of heavenly love, wisdom, and life
from God, descending into, and operative in human |
ininds, cannot possibly be rendered visible by any
external signs, forms, or ordinances whatsoever,
any more thau the prineiples of good and of truth,
or of charity and faith, which constitute it, can be
rendered visible. It is therefore written in the para-
ble, that tAe kingdom of heaven is like unto treasure
hid in a field, whick, when a man hath found, ke
kideth, (Matt. xiii. 44;) and hence too we read of
the Aidden manna, (Rev.ii. 17.)
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The above remar'ks, Sir, are apphed by the Non-
separatlxts to that blessed and glorious New Church,
which is at this day apnounced as the fulfilment of
the counsels, the. providence aud the predictions of
the Moa‘r Hics, because they conceive this church
to mean and to be nothing else but the descent, for
mation, and operatlon of heavenly pnac;ples of Iove
and of life in human minds, and that therefore it in.
dlades within it’s blessed pale all those sons and
d!ugbters of men, who are influenced by such prin-
aples, whatsdever forms of external worshn,p they
may chopse fo adopt, or in whatsoever places they
may think best to express their adoration of their
Heivenry Farazr. For the Almighty, we know,
duelleth ot in Je»‘ples made with hands, but in the
living spiritual temples of sumble and contrite kearts,
or with all those who love Him and keep His com-
mandments. The question therefore concerning the
proper characteristic of a New-church-man is, not in
what place he celebrates his worship, or in what
Jorm of words be expresses it, but whether he loves
the Lorp above all things, and his neighbour ag
himself? For where this love is, there, we believe,
is a member of the New Church, and where thig
love is not, there, we believe, is a member of the
Old Church. = The difference therefore between the
members of the New Charch, and the members of
the Old, doth not, according to our judgment, con-
sist in the difference of places where they perform
their worship, but in the difference of the principles
which govern their lives, sincea New—church-man,
E
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properl'y speaking, is one who is governed by cha-
fity and faith combined, whereas an Old-church-man,
properly speaking, is one ‘who i is governed by what
he calls faith separate from charity. And here, Sir,
we would observe further, that lf you could mnlu-
ply your new visible temples to a thousand times
their present number, and fill them with a thousand
times the visible numbers which they at present con-
tain, this would be no proof at all_to us of the in-
crease and enlargement of the Loau s New Churc ¥
since it is possible that in a new temple there may
be an uaclean heart, through the separatlon of falli'
from chanly. or of life from doctrine. On the other
- hand, if 'we observe in an old temple, and in tho
use of old forms of worslnp, a devout and smcere
worshipper, who joins charity to his faith, and a
good life to his doctrine, there we rejoice in bebolJ-
ing and acknowledging a New—church -man, and
and there too we are thankful at witnessing the in-
crease and enlargement of the Lorp’s glorious New
Church. We would not however be here understood
as impeaching at all the conduct of those, who have
thought it right to build, or who think it their d uty
to attend, new visible temples, for we dare not med-
dle with the consciences of men, and therefore would
rather give them credit for uprightness and sincerity,
than load them with contumely and reproach, be-
cause they do not think and act like ourselves: For
we are taught by our enlightened author, that the
Lorp, by means of charity, entereth into and ope-
rateth upon all in a different manner, according to the
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. particulay temper of each, and thus disposeth all and
every ome according to the arrangements of order, as
in heaven,” so on earth, and thus the will of the Lord
isdone. (A.C.1285.) Itis evident, therefore, that
a Separatist may be led in one way, and a Non-se-
paratist in another, and yet both may be fulfilling the
will of their FATHER which is in heaven, and like the
various colours of the rainbow, way unitedly form
hat heavenl y symbol, which expresses, more forcibly
than words can do, the everlasting cevenant of divine
mercy, protection and bles’sing.' All therefore that
we meaa to assert is this, that it is possible an Old-
charch-man may be found in a new temple, and in
the use of new forms and ‘modes of worship, as on
the other hand, a New-church-man may be found
inan old temple, and in the use of old forms and
modes of worship. Thus, Sir, we would not con-
fine the boundaries of the Lorp’s glorious New
Church within the narrow visible limits of wood and
stone, of terms and of forms, limits which the Lorp
Himself hath no where ordained, but we would ra-
ther extend them through the universe of created
intelligencies, in whatsoever region such intelligen.
cies may be found, by whatsoever name they may
be called, or in whatsoever way they may choose to
express their agknowledgment of the multiplied
mercies they receive from their HEAVENLY FATHER,
For it is our firm belief, that the seecond blessed.
Advent of our Lorp, which we at this day comme-
morate, together with the heaveuly doctrine of the
New Jerusalem by whieh it is announced, was thus
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intended as a general blessing unto all people,. na-
tions and languages, and that all therefore are par-
takers of that blessing, who fear His great and holy
name and keep his commandments Thus we be-
lieve, that the river of the water of life, now pro-
ceeding out of the throne of Gob and of the Lams,
will not suffer itself to be confined within the con- |
tracted banks of human authorities, conclaves, and
ordinances, but will diffuse it’s living and fertilizing
streams amongst all sects and denomiuations of
Christians, who, in agreement with the -prophetic
requisition, rend their hearts, and not their garments,
and turn unto the Lorp their Gop, (Joel ii. 13)
Whilst therefore we thank you for your kind appli-
cation of the divine caution which says, Come out of
her, my people, &c. (page 309) by which you mean
that we should come out from the ordinances and
service of the Old Church, we trust that we both
bave abeyed, and are obeying this couusel, inas-
much as we verily believe that the only true and
profitable way of coming out of-the Old Church,
and entering into the new, is to come out from all
evil aud error, by acknowledging Jesus CHRisT in
our hearts and understandings as the OnLy TRuE
Gop, and by keeping His holy commandwments of
love and charity.

Wishing therefore, and prayiug edrnestly, that all
mankind may thus remember themselves, and turn
unto the Lorp their Gop with all their heart, and
mind, and soul, and strength, and includiog your-
self, dear Sir, and all the separated brethren in this

[ 4
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devout prayer, I camnot conclude my long letter in
words better suited to express my present feelings,
than in those contained in an extract from a work,
published some years ago, and addressed to the
receivers of the heavenly doctrines of the New Jerus
salem, The words are these, * There is therefore
“but one kind of Separation, and but one kind of
“ change, which I would at present recommend, and
“that is a Separation from all evil and false princi-
“ples of heart and life, and a consequent change of
“nature, that so by true regeneration you may be
“led into that heavenly spirit of solid wisdom,
“grounded in universal love and charity, apd opera-
“tive in all Christian meekness, moderation, gentle-
“ness, and good works, which is the ouly spirit in
“ which you can ever hope to find heaven yourselves,
“or to lead others thither. Convince the world
“thus, that the temper and spirit of the New
“Church is not a partial, sectarian, and bigotted
“temper of spirit, which excites horror, and from
“ which all wise men flee away, but that it is uni-
“versal, not limited to a sect, not servilely attached
“ to forms and ceremonies, consequently conciliating
“and attractive, and such as, like it's DiviNe
“Giver, will draw all men unto st. Let mankind
“see by the order, harmony, sobriety, purity and
“ peace of your lives, that ye yourselves have found
“ the truth, and you may then have a good hope of
“leading them to seek it, and enabling them to find
“it, where you have sought and found it, and will
“ thus adopt a more probable method of recommend-

LY
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i ing' the doctrines of the New Jerusalem, and
** making converts to them, than if you should build
“a hundred new places of worship, and establish-
“a hundred new forms and ceremomes, in every‘
“ town of the united kingdom.” |

In the spirit of the counsel contained in this ex-
tract, and with every- cordial wish far your welfare
and happiness,

1 remain, dear Sir,
Smcerely your's,

J.C LOWES-

Manchester, March 20th, 1818, ' ' |
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