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Aspsots Of The Internal Fistory Of The New Church

By Rev, Theddore Pitcairn

Prom its first bdeginnings a decline in the organised New
Church set in, a decline into externalism and ignorance.
Finslly this decline led to what is known as the New Englaﬁd
calo.tlnl heresy.

The doctrino 8o ctllod was in general that a niniotor
preached truth from his own personal goodness, Along with this
went & denial of the Divine suthority of the Writings of
Swedenborg, and particularly that they are the sole source of
truth in the Church.

As w¢ll be shown later truth from good is the presence of
the Holy Spirit in the Church. Thus the New England position
set up the Holy Spirit as a thing in the Church separated from
the especial Word of the Kew Church, snd the perception of the
ministers was in fasct placsed above the Word and perception
was arrogated by the p»riesthood as their rigsht., In a word the
state was identical with that of the Roman Catheolic Church
which set up an ecclesiastic authority and claimed to themselves
the Holy Spirit as something separated from the Word, and in
practice, as above the Word,

The Roman Catholics made works saving, but they were
external and meritorious works separated from all the genuilne
internal of the Word, The Convention in like manner s=id that
charity and works were the primary things of the Church, and
brought forth passages from the Writingas to confirm this idea.
But their idea of charity was an external goodness separated
from the internal truth of the Word, and was therefore no
more ssving than the Catholle idea of worus,

¥hile outside of Kew Englend, lay rule prevailed in the
Churci, there was an azreement with New England in an internal
denial of the authority of tho Kritings, a making of human
intelligence a judige as to the validity of the things contained
in the Writinga, and the making of merely external charity and
love, which was meritorious, the essentlal of the Chursh,

This iul the provniling state of the Church when the 3
Academy [(took its rise, and the Aoademy) arose as a protest
againat this state of the Church.

The essential purpose of the Academy was to establish the
Writings as the dord of God and the only authority in the Church;
and to protest szainst the false meritorious idea of charity
which ruled ir the church; and especially azainst the false
idea of truth from men's own goodness being able to declide in
regard to the truth or non-truth of what was taught in the
Aritings,



In the early part of the year ninetesn hundred end thirty
four (1934) I asked Bishop N. D. Pendleton why he took such a
different attitude in relation to the controversy then exist-
ing in the Church from what he had taken in the controversy
in the Churech in nineteen hundred and fifteen, He replied,
that De Hemelsche Leer was subversive of ‘every thing the
General Church had slways stood for; particularly that De
Hemelsche Leer taught truth from good in .the Church, and that
this was the Xew England heresy, whitbh the.Academy haed come
batod frcn its very bcginnins, believing it an osaontial jissue,

Tho quontlon we ask ourselves is, was the Acadewy rraa the
beginning oppoased essentially to the Dostrine of Truth from
Good 4in the Church? I believe there is sufficlent evidence to

" support this contention; and yet thst there must be truth from

good in the Church, or what is the same that faith is from
charity or feaith is the form of charity ia a teaching to be
found on nearly every page of the Latin Word, In fact 1t is
frequantly tsught that truth froam goed er falth from charity

is the very foundation of the Church. «uotations to this effect
might be mmltiplied, but we will hera quote but two or three,

"Pater represents the Divine Truth from the Lord in the
Chureh and he was therefore called Petra (rock), and it is
sald thou art Pster and upon this rock I will dbuild My Chureh,
that is upon the Divine Truth from the Lord, or what 1is the
same, upon truthsifrom good for upon these the Church ia
bullt™, A.B., 41150

*The resson hardiness is expresssd by a roeck is from the
correspondence of a rock with truthzsrom good, for all power
is from truth from zood." A.E.

*Those in fnith from chaaity are descrlbed by the house
built upon & rock.” A.E,

From the above 1t 1s clear that to deny truth from good
or faith from chkarity in the Church is to deny the very founda-
tion of the Church; and where the vory foundation of the Church
is denied the Churech is not a gemuine Church,

The Atedemy in the beginninrg had a perception that all
truth in the Church must be from the ¥ritings, snd that the
¥ritings were of Divine authority, and that to place authority
in human goodnesa and the truth thence would be making a second
end incompatible authority with the authority of the Writings
in the Church, Beling confronted with this apparent dilemmes,
they established the Doctrine of the sole authority of the Writ-
ings and denled all authority to truth from good in the Church.
Thus they made faith i{n the Writings the socle medium of the sal-
vaetion of the Church and thus made charity the fruit of this
faith, To deny truth from good, or faith from chsrity, and to
maxe feith in the Writings the 3asont1a1 of the Chureh, is the
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// Doctrine of salvation by falth alone in a different form,

And yet ocur sympathy is entirely with the early Adademy
beginnings. They were confronted with evils and falsities in
the Church which were obviously destroying the Church, they
saw that it was essential for the salvation of the Church to
establish the Divine Authority of the #ritings, and to deny
the authority of the 20 called truth from good or falth from
charity upon which the Church as a whols relied; and in making
this fight they saw no way out but to deny the suthorlty of
truth from good in the Church, end thus the seed of faith
alone was implanted. And yet on account of the inncosnce of
the state in its beginning and the perseption of the importance
of the Doctrine that the Writings sare the Word of the Lord,
the Academy had a ocommencement of spiritual 1ife, in contrast
to the dead state of convention, SE :

¥We cannot but de struck with the parallel between Luther
and the early days of the Academy, the purpose of both was to
reestablish the authority of the Word and to deastroy the false
1dea of works and charity, which words, works and charity,
were being so abtused and turned to such destruetive things in
the Church,

We read, Luther said to Bwedenborg: "Do not wonder that
I siezed on faith alone as justifying and that I excluded
charity from its spiritual essence, as my end wes to dbreask
away from the Roman Catholics) and this 1 could not follow
out znd attain in any other way. 1 therefore 4o not wonder
that I erred; dbut I do wonder that one raver should have been
able to produce so many other ravers.," T,C.R. 796

In looking back we do not wonder that the early Academy
opposed the doctrine of truth from good, or of faith from charity
which was being sbussed to the destruction of the Church. But
we do wonder that the teaching of truth from good taught on
almost every page of the ¥Writings has since been 8o ignored.

Concerning the Protestants we read: "For God hath put
it in their heart to execute His will, and to be of one mind,
and to give their kingdom unto the besast, signifies judgment
from the lLord emong them, that they might entirely reject
and condemn the Roman Catholic Church and blot out and ex-
tirpate it from among themselves, and their unanimous deter-
mination to acknowledge the Word and thereupon to found the
Church." A.R. 749, o :

"But they indeed acknowledge the Word, and say the Churech
1s founded upon it, and yet they found the Church upon this
single statement of Paul entirely misunderstood, that a man
13 justified by faith without the deeds of the Law." A.R. 750

Concerning the words in Daniel: ®And He shall confim
the covenant with many for one wesk; and in the midst of the
week he shall cause the sacrifice and the meal offering to
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//’cease.'IQ:ev, We reed: "Yet He shall confirm the covenant
for one woek, signifios the time of the reformation when the
Word is again read, and the Lord acknowledged, that is the
Divine in His Humanj this acimowledgment and conjunction there-
from by means of ths Word, 1s signified by covenant, and the
time of the reformation by one week; dut .in the widat of the
week he shall cause the sacrifices and meal offering to cease,
gignifies that still interlorly with the reformed there will
be no truth and ‘good in worship...The midst of the week,
signifies,.,.the {nmost of the state of the reformed...There was
no trath and good interiorly bscause they adopted faith as the
essential of the Church and separated it from charity...Por
the inmost of worship is the goosd of ohzsity, and from that
the truth of faith prhcdeeds.” A K. €8422

Prom the above it 1ls evident that where it is not ac~.
knowledged that the good of charity is the lmmost of the
Church, and that the truth of faith proceeds from this, faith
alone reigns inmostly, in spite of the fact thet the Word,
and in the New Church, the Latin Word, 1s acknowledged and the
Church is founded upon 1t, "and the Word (that is the Writings
of Swedenborg) aro read, arnd the Lord is acknowledged."

In the council meetings of 1633, &8s recorded in the May
Life of that year, page 180, it is remarkable that Dr, Iungerich
compared the -position of the General Church to Luther's position.
He spoke of "Luther's standing up for the Word of God,” as con-
trasted to those "whole emphasis was in human reaction.™ Did
Dr, Iungerich by humsn reaction mean the necessity of reception
on the part of mant

In reply to Dr. Iungerich I said: "I would like particularly
to speak to Dr. lungerich's remarks, He referred to Luther,
The main point of the Protestant Church was that the only
authority is the Bible, They denied the autuority of the Pope,
and thus they got away from certain falsities in waioh the
Catholle Church was; but where they falled was that they did
not realizxe, that what was essential, was rot merely the Word,
but the genuine understanding of the Word., Therefore the
Proteatant Church fell into equally serious falsities, snd
into an equally sad state as that of the Romen Catholie Church....
Their doctrine was false,~that is the great danger. The '
doctrine of the Word will not be genulne by merely trying to
cling to the letter as t he Protestant Church did. (By this
means) they did not save themselves from false doctrine; and
therefore the most important taing is the g:rity of Doctrine,
for apart from the purity of Doctrine the Latin ¥Ford is not
read in light; or if the dootrine by which the Word is read
is false, then the Word itself in the Church is false, 4And
therefore it 1s right to give due thought to how the corderly
growth of Doctrine should tske place in the Church. The reason
the New Church will endurs forsver, while no other Church has
endured, is becsuse the Lord will provide that the understanding
of ita Word will be genuilne,



v - The primary end of Divine Providence will always be ths
purity of Dootrine 1n order that the Word may be understood.
If the Doetrine 1s misunderstood or misinterpreted the Church
is no longer in pure Dostrine. It therefore becomes necessary
for s to shun all those things in maen's mind which would lesad
to misinterpretation of the Word, That ia the primary duty

of every member of the Church,-that he be on his guard against
that danger. We are given the Word, which gives us the laws
of life dut we do not see how these lawe apply to the internal
things which tend to pervert Doctrine., We see the externsl
things, but ocur eyes must be opened to see the internal evils
which tend to make man pervert his understanding of the Word.
S0 far as these interior evils are shunned, sc far the Word
will be the Word in our mind,."

We will now return to ths dilemma of the early Academy,
nemely as to how it was passidble to establish t he sole Divine
suthority of the W¥ritings of Swedsnborg as the Word of God
and still give to truth from good the rightfvl plece assigned
to it in the Latin Word, without falling into two divergent
authorities,

There 1a only one genuine suthority in the Church, namely,
the #Word genuinely understood, The Word not understood has no
authority in the Church, and the #ord falsely understood has -
& false authority in the Church. Or what is the same, the only
true authority in the Ciurch is the Ford sesn in the light of
Eeaven; the Word in Qarkness has no authority; while the Word
seen in the light of the world, or in merely natural light,
has & non-genuine suthority,

In the council mestinga 1933 Mr., Pfeiffer said: "This is
really the question: W®hat 1s the Doetrine of the Churcht 1Is
the Doctrine of the Church the Third Testament understoed,
or is the Doctrine of the Church the Third Testament not under-
stood? ‘ :

To which Bishop K. D, Pendleton replied, “"We are going to
take it for granted that the Doctrines can be understood."
N.C.L. Kay 19033 Page 261 and 262.

Ko man can teke the understanding of the Word for granted,
any siore than he can take regeneration for granted. Por the
teaching given in the Word is that the Word may be seen in
natural light alone or 1t may be ssen in spiritual light, that
is, the light of heaven, To see the Word in the light of
heaven is to see 1%t by enlighterment from the Lord, (and this
no one can take for granted), vhile to see the ¥ord in the
merely natural light of the world is not to genuinely under-
stand the Word.

We read in the Doctrine of the Sacred Soripture, "The
genuine truth which zmmst be of Doectrine does not appear in
the sense of the letter of the Jord to sany but thosse who are
in enlizhtenment from the Lord. =nlightenment is from the

Lord alone, asnd exists with those wio love truths because they



are truths, end make them uses of life; with oﬁhoro there exists
no enlighterment in the Word,” 57

Again, "The intellectual can be enlightensd only from
Heavenj mnd no one can be enlightened from heaven but he who
is in heavenly love, thus who is in the life of good....They who
are in worldly love can not be enlightened, because they are
in the light of the world and not in the light of hguvon.
8.0, 5671. v

Truth from good ls,enlightoumant'when the Word 1s read.
To deny truth from good, mskes one with the denial of enlighten-
maent,

Enlightenment ig the same as t he sending of the Holy 8pirit,
for ws read: "The Divine Virius snd operstion which is meant
by the sending of the Holy Spirit....is enlightemment.™ T,C.K. 146
If man by & dirsct approsch can taks the understanding of the
Word for granted, there is rno nesd for the Holy :8pirit. When
this state rules, man trusts in his own fsoulty of understanding
in place of putting his trust in the Lord and His presence in
the Holy Spirit, such & one sees, not one genuine truth, in
the Word,

As quoted in the early part of this paper: "Upon Divine
Truth from the ngd, or wvhat is the same, upon truths from
good.? AE. €112, Here it is seaid that Divine Truths are
the ssme as truths from good, and such truth {n the previous
quotation is said %o enlighten men when he reads the ¥Word snd
is the operation of the Holy Spirit.

The Ceoneral Church has now accepted the Doctrinas, that
the goods and truths of the Church are human goods and truths
as is evident from the account of the ministers meetings of
nineteen hundred and thirty seven ard from subsequent articles
in .the Hew Church Life, Thus in place of truths from good,
which the Word teaches are Divine truths, mnd are of the Holy
Spirit, and ere "from the lord azlone," the Church hes sub-
stituted human goods and truths, )

It is generally xnown that the Yord 1s read sccording to
Dootrine; if the doctrine according to which a man reads the
Latin Word is kR human doctrine, in the light of this he can
never possibly see any but human things in the Word. In other
words human goods and truths make the genuine ¥Word entirely
invisible and man falls into sn i1dolotrous worship of the letter
that killeth. Thus 1t can be secn that by setting up humen
goods and truths in place of the Divine truths of the Church,
treated of in the Word, the Censral Church has saeparated itself
from the Lord and brought on itself a final consummation.

The Latin Jord teaches that genuine Doctrine is from and
malkes one with the internal sense of the ¥ord, although it is
drawn from and confirmed by the sense of the lsttser, But as
gquoted above, "The zenuine truth does rot sspear in the sense

of the letter of the Word to any ut those who arz in enlighten-



ment®, and "no one can be onlightereld from heaven but he who
is in heavenly love, thus who is in the 1life of good." 8.8, 57,
S.D. 5671,

Truth can be glven tc the mer of the New Church no where
except by appearing in the sensc of tne letter of the Latin
Word, but genmuine doctrine can not be 2een in the sense of
the letter except {rom the light of heaven, and thus by
none tut those who sre in heavenly love and &.life of gzood.
This 48 the plain meaning of the above passages to any ons who
is not spiritually blird, and yet it 1ls this teaching con-
tained in the ¥Word w.ich is strenuously opposed in the General
Church,

The opposition 1s an opposition to the doctrine ol en-
lighterment which 1s one with the Doctrine of the Holy Spirit
and one with the Doctrine of trmth from good; and yet the nost
simple man can, if he i1s willing, perceive that there can de
ne genuine understanding of the Latlin Word, apart from the
Lord's presence by means of His Holy Spirii; and that where
the operation of the Holy Spirit, which is enlighternment,
is not present 1n the Clmren, ths Church 1s dead, 1ln spite of
a kind of acinowled;ment of the Word.

We are taught that judsment belonga to the Son of Man,
and further that by the Son ¢f Man 1s meant the Doctrine of
the Church, out of the Word,

The state of the historical Christian churches 1s manifestad
in the sense of the letter of the Latin Word, and any one read-
ing the Latin %Word can ses what is thsre saild ahout the historicsl
churchas from natural lizht., Rut the ¥ord tresats prizerily of
the New Church, and all the states that 1t passes through. The
Lord manifests the state of the Hew Church from the Word szen
in spiritual lizht., If 1% were not for such manifestationa
and consequent judgment from the Lord by means of the Word,
man could never know what wsa the genuine New Church, for he
could not distingulish between living orgenlzations of the Church
and thoss whlch bave died, (for 1t is known ln the Chureh that
any organization of the Church can die), snd thus confusion
would increase until the New Church li;s former Churches would
totally perish.
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