REFLECTIONS ON BISHOP GEORGE deCdARM'S o I REV.»THEODORE EITCAIRN
ADDdEoS OV RuLIGIOUS TOLbdATION )

In Blshop de Charm 'S address publlsned ln The New Churcn Llfe,

_December 1955, he says . in parts

.T "How does thls apply to ‘the New Church9 It means that we must.
seek to brlng 1nto harmonlous relatlonshlp and concord all throughout the
world who 301n 1n tne acknowledgment and worshlp of the Lord in Hls becond
,Comlng, all wno look to the deavenly Doctrlne as tne supreme law OI thelr ~
llre allow1ng for;unllmlted freedom of 1nuerpretatlon and appllcatlon, Ior
the full develooment of various uses, for dlfferences of organlzatlon in
adaptlon to those uses.' It means tnat We..° will say in our hearts tnat
every one is a New bhurch man NﬂO llves accordlné to these teacnlngs as nls lm

con301ence may dlrect....

"lhls klnd OL toleratlon can be acnleved only so far as the

¥
Tawm

oroprlum 1s“overcome.‘ It 1s the product of regeneratlon, whlcn 1s, of course,
the llfe long struggle of each one w1th hlS own lnherlted nature... l It is
the only klnd tnat w1ll defend tne truth of Revelatlon...A yet w1th an unceas-
ing endeavor to lead all men everywnere to look to the nord and to nis Word

‘as tne only source of tndt spiritual truth, whlcn is relevent nay 1ndesnen51ble
to tne rlght solutlon tnat confronts numan 3001ety thb &1nd of toleratlon
w1ll enbrace 1nnumeraole bodles of the New uhurch 1nto one. concordant SDlrl—
tual brotnerhood unlted by mu*ual love and tne cnarlty that surlnbs from a
common love to tnc Lord S0 far as tnls maj become a realltv, tne Lord nlnself
Wlll overno He w1ll br:Lnb all tnlnbs 1nto tne klnd of narmony tnat D“lStS in
vdeaven, so tnat 'from all dliferlnr cpurches tnere w1ll be made one churcn,

and all the dlssentlons tnat come lortn lrom doctrlne alone w1ll VdﬂlSh, yea,

% \
all naureds of one "calnst anouner ﬁlll be dlSSlgatGd in a moment lno the
Lo"d's nlqucm w1ll come con the eartn. 1.3. 17,_ Hol tnen, 1n the 31Ont

of tne Lord tnele w1ll be one Fcld and one sneonerd "
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With the above we arein full i grﬁement nd desire tQat it
may be fulfilled. " But 1ntersnersed between tne above stateneﬁts of dlshoo

deCharms, are Statemehts ‘which’ ampear %o be contrndlctory or amblcuous o1’

y motnas entiorplty Lo bas Mmuren,

at least 1ot clears AmOnv~these e peads
Bl las 0 LUWTE meand’ tqat‘we shall Bscribe D1v1ne autnorltj to no huan
interpretation of doctrifie or of anbllcatlon, ‘but solely o the dlrect teath-
inz: of the Lordstt Every one’ would- ‘agree’ “that "ye shall ascribe Divine autaorlty
to né human’ interpretation of’ doctvlne," for thls is‘a contradlctlon in tvrms.
Thé ‘question is, Is a truth’ that is" given’ 40 the Chuzch’ from the Lord oy Tis
Holy Spirit 1nvthe*Church,;or”what is the'same, is a truth tﬂat is Seen oy “the
Church in thé light of heaven'a "human interpretation?® This involves & sub-
ject about which there is much teaching ‘given in the Writings; which teaching,
is-differently understood and différehfiyiin%erprétéd by different bodies and
different men. Bishop deCharms says: ‘"All who 'join in‘the acknowlédzment and
worship of the Lord in His Second Coming, all who look to the Heavenly Doctrlne
as fhefsunreme law of their life, allow1ng for unlimited freedom 1n 1nterpre— N
tation." ‘Does this ™unlimited-freedom of - 1nternretat10n"; we ask him, 1nclude
the passages on- the Holy ‘Spirit, ‘and enllghtenment9 “If ‘one 1nternrnts tnese
passages to mean that those“things which are of the doly Qplrlt or ‘are seen
in the light of heaven, aré not “human lnteroretutlons" but are from the hord
We ask Bishop deCharms does he include ‘this poss1b111tj in his "unlimited
freedom of interpretation."

Bishop deCharms would undoubtedly say that his address is &
human interpretation. ' If ‘he ‘Should say that it is not permissible to inter—-
pret what is Said in the Writings concerming the Holy Spirit and ‘enlighter-
ment to mean “that-those things which are of the Holy Spirit and "sbiritusi o
enlightenment, are not "human 1nterpretat10ns," then he is maklng his cwn
human 1nterpretat10n, the supreme authority and not the ertlngs, whlch is
just the thing that he is contending against. '

- It may be Gbserved that Bishop deCharms does not show that
his doctrine of "human interprétations" is drawn from the Writings, nor does
he confirm it by any quotations from the Writings, in a word he gives it solely

on his own authority.
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Bishop deCharms states: "We shall’ascribe Divine authority:
solely to the direct téaching of the Lord." .*I:f":b'y- this he means ‘that the ~
Writings ave the only source of Divire 'Truth in thé Church 'we Would agree. -
But the Writings not umderstood can have no actual authority in the Church,
while the ﬁrltlngs misunderstood ‘have a false authorlty It ‘is-only the
Writings nenulnely understood that have a ~enu1ne -authority in’ the Church;-
and such a @enu1ne understandlng is solely~from ‘the presence ‘of “the ‘Holy -
Spirit "Is it not aolely the vrltln gs seen in the “light of- ‘heaven thet are
"the Dlrect teacnluD of the Lord 1n tne Church." While the WTitlE&S‘Contaln
all truth and have a1l authority in themselves, “the truth of the™ Jr1t1n03~77
has no actual auth orlty unless it is in the Church and is Seen.- ' ': L

BlShOU deCnarms does not make clear what ne means by direct
teaching of the Lord Does he mean the most obvious meaning which comes to T
man directly from a ziven statement in the Writings apart from meditation.
Such an idea, appears to me is not in’agreement with the number which reads:
"Those are said to’'see the back parts of Jehovah and not His face, who believe
and adore the Word, but only its external which is the sense:of the letter,
and do not penetrate more interiorly, as do those who have been ‘enlightened,: -
and who make for themselves doctrine out of the Word, by which they see its
zenuine ‘sense, thus its interior sense." A.C. 10586, There are many similar.
passages which teacn that men does not see interior truths merely by direct
reading of the Word.

Bishop deCharms continues: "But it méans also that we will
prouect the church agalnst every influence, either from within or from without,
that is contrary to the" plaln teaching- of “the Heavenly Doctrine.. " : What. -
appears the plain teaching of the Writings to one man is often the opposite
to what a appears the plain teaching to another. What apvears:-like the plain -
teachino to Conveqtﬂon, is often the o,n031tb of what avpears to be the plain -
téacilinb those’in the Ceneral Church; as to what appears to be the: plain
feéching entirely_depends on what lizht the Church or the man of “the  Church

is in.
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The apparently plain teaching of one number of the Writings
is often apparently contradictory to the apparently olain teaching of another
number, Wherefore if there is not genuine light and genuine doctrine no one
can know what the plain teaching is. For example, in relation to a most
important doctrine of theology we find the two following statements:

"The soul which is from the father, continually wills to make
the external, which is from the mother a likeness and imaze of itself. This
being the case with man, it can be seen that it was especially so with the
Lord... His inmost was the Divine Itself... was not this, more than in any
man, able to make the external, which is from the mother, an imaze of itself?
thus making the Human, which was external and from the mother Divine, and this
by Hdis own vower."™ A.l., 6716,

"3ut with the Lord, the vrior forms which were from tne maternal,
were completely blotted out and exterpated; and the Divine ones were received
in their place... Hence, when tie Lord was tlorified, de was no lonzer the
son of Mary." A4.C. 6872,

SRR

The plain teaciaingz of these

o
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passages avpears entirely contra-

Church & doctrine which recongiles

o
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dictory; Wherefore until the Lord :ives t
these two passages it cannot be said, what the »lain teaching on the subject of
the glorification of the Lord is; and the same thiny acplies to many things in
the Yritings.

e would ask, when Bishoo deCharms says: "We will protect the

church against every influence from within or without that is contrary to the

olain teaching of the Heavenly Doctrine." "It is the only kind that while
openly combatting falsity and'evil, will do so without rancor." Does he mean
that the church must be protected from, and combat waged against those who do
not look to the Writings as the Lord in His Second Coming and the only source
of truth. Or, does he mean that such combat must be waged against those who do
not accept his idea of "human interpretations of doctrine," his idea of "the
direct teachings of the Lord," and nis idea of "the plain teachinz of the
Heavenly Doctrine:'Is it only those who accept his interpretations in regard to
these subjects, to whom he says: "This kind of toleration will embrace innumer-
able bodies of the itew Church into one concordant sviritual brotherhood united
by mutual love and cnarltj that springsirom a common love to the Lord," or does
he extend this kind of toleratwon to all who look to the Lord in dis Second
Coming in the Writings of bwedehoorf as the only source of :ood end truth in
the Church?
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