
TOTHEGATHERINGSOFBRETHREN,MEETINGINTHENAMEOFTHELORD,
ATLEEDSANDOTLEYINYORKSHIRE.

Ireceivedafew dayssincealettersigned"Leeds,J.W.,"and"Otley,W.T.,"
which,from thepeculiarityofthesignature,is,Isuppose,tobeunderstood,
notmerelyastheprivatejudgmentofourbrothersWillamsandTrotter,but
asexpressingthedecisionoftheLeedsandOtleygatherings.Iam tooweak
inbodytowritemuch;butastheLord'sservant,Ifeelbound,foryoursakes
asmuchasmyown,toattemptatleastafewlinesinanswer.
Yousaythat"youareforced—(youdonotsaywhoforcesyou)—"toseparate
from any gathering ofbrethren in which persons from Bethesda are
received,"andfurther,that"youdeclinecommunionwithalloranycoming
from thenceorfrom suchplaces,"exceptincertain"casesofignoranceof
whathaspassed,"whichyousay"wouldrequiretobedifferentlydealtwith;"
thatis,younotonlyrefusetoreceiveanybrotherorsisterfrom Bethesda,or
togowherepersonsfrom Bethesdaarereceived;butyoualsorefuse,except
in"casesofignoranceofwhathaspassed,"toreceiveanybrotherorsister
from anygatheringwhichreceivesbrethrenfrom Bethesda. Iftherefore,
afteryourwarning,wearewillingtoadmithereabrotherorsisterfrom
Bethesda,weareinabodyandasindividuals,toberejectedbyyouas
unworthyofcommunion.
Suchisyourdetermination. Inreply,Ihaveonlytosaythatthoughyouhave
been"forcedthustorejectbrethren,Iam not,asyetpreparedtobe"forced"
also. Iwillnot,Godhelpingme,be"forced"eitherbeforeoragainstmy
conscience,to rejecta brotherorsisterfortheirlackofecclesiastical
intelligenceorbecausetheyareyettiedbynamesorsystems. Ibelieve
thatGeorgeMullerandotherbelovedbrethrenatBristolhave,inatrying
caseofecclesiasticaldiscipline,beenlackinginenergy. Butmyjudgment
respectingtheirlackofperceptionandenergyinamatterofecclesiastical
disciplineisnoreasonformyrejectingthem from theLord'stable;much
lessistheerroroftherulersoftheBristolgatheringareasonforyour
excommunicatingmeandbrethrenlikeme,becausewewillnotbe"forced"
torejectallwhom youhavebeen"forcedtoseparatefrom." Icannot,Ihave
neverdared,inthepresentstateoftheChurch,to"declinecommunion"with
anygodlybrotherorsisterfrom outofanysectorparty. Evenaclergyman,
whoreceivesanyone,and
who doesso,astheclergyofthisTown,aftermyrepeated testimony
againsttheeviltheyare countenancing,—even such an onewould be
welcometothetableoftheLord,ifasabrother,hefeltwillingorfreeto
come. Idonotmakehisintelligenceonecclesiasticalmatters,orhis
submissiontobrethren'stestimony,theterm ofcommunion. Whyam Ito
make George Muller's ecclesiasticalintelligence orhis submission to
brethrenstestimonythetermsofmycommunionwithhim? Hitherto,we
havealwaysrecognizedthedistinctionbetweenreceivingabrotheroutofa
sectandcountenancingtheevilofthesectoutofwhichhecomes. Whyis
thisdistinctionnow tobeabandoned? Whynow arewetochangeour
course,andjudgewantofintelligenceorweaknessaswillfulsin?
Iopenlyavowthat,inthefearofGod,andasfeelingmyselfboundtoreceive
thosewhom Hereceives,Icannot"declinecommunion"withagodlybrother



orsister,justbecausetheyhappentocomefrom Bethesda. Havingsaid
this,asboundbythetruthtoexpressmymind,Inow anxiouslyawaityour
answeranddecisionaboutme,whetherIam tobehenceforth,asheretofore,
yourbrotherandservant,oraheathenmanandapublicantoyou.
Iam,dearBrethren,
Yours,withmuchChristianlove,
ANDREW JUKES.
Hull,Nov.14,1848.

SECONDLETTERTOTHEGATHERINGSOFBRETHRENATLEEDSAND
OTLEY,

INREFERENCETOACIRCULARLATELYPUTFORTHBYTHEM.

MyDearBrethren,
Forthetruth'ssake,Imustagainmakeafew remarksinanswertoyour
letterofthe22ndinst. Igrievetohavetodothis,butmysorrow may
perhapskeepme,whilewritingtoyou,nearertomyproperplace. Ilongfor
rest;yetIwouldnotshrinkfrom anyworkwhichappearsasthistobeset
beforeme.
Iturnatoncetoyourletter. WillyoupardonmeifIsaythatitisnoreplyto
whatIwroteyou? Iwrotetoyoualetter,thegreaterpartofwhichwas
occupiedinstatingtheprinciplesonwhichwehavealwayshithertoreceived
brethren,andinshewinghowtherejectionofGeorgeMuller,andothergodly
brethren,wouldbeanopenrejectionofthoseprinciples. Inyourreply,you
saynotonewordinanswertotheseprinciples,orinsupportofthecourse
whichyouseem benttofollow.Insteadofthisyouprefer-first,togiveme
yourownestimateofyouroriginalcircularandmyanswertoit;thentotell
meofthedangerofMr.Newton'sviews;andlastly,withabriefremark(not
answer)respectingaquestionwhichIhadputtoyou,toconcludewitha
declarationofyourresolutiontopersistinyourpresentcourse.
Underthesecircumstances,Ithinkitrighttoaddressyouagain. Andasa
means,ifpossible,ofmakingthetruthplaintoyou,Iam contenttofollow
youthroughyourreply,beforeIagainrecurtothetruequestionatissue
betweenus. Bythismeans,perhaps,Imaybeableto pointoutthe
differencebetweentwothingswhichyouareconfounding,butwhichare
indeeddifferent,namely,thedangerofthedoctrinewhichMr.Newtonholds,
andthecourseyoupurposetakinginconsequenceofthisevilrespecting
otherbrethren.
Andfirst,astoyourownestimateanddescriptionofyourownletterand
mine. Yousum upthecontrastinthesewords-"Ourcircularisaboutthe
evilwehavetograpplewith. Yoursisabouttheconsequencesofso
dealingwithit. Isthisfaith?" Ireply-Isthistruth? Theantithesis
certainlystrikestheearwell,butwouldnotyourwords,bylosingtheir
antitheticalpoint,bemoretruetofact. IfeelsatisfiedthatwereItocut
downyourletterandminetothisdescriptionofthem youmightsay,andsay
truly,thatIhadmutilatedboth. Yourletter,ifIunderstandit,isnotsomuch
"abouttheevil,"astheenunciationofyourpurposeofseparationfrom
brethrenwhowillreceiveMuller;whilemine,sofarfrom beingatall"about
theconsequencesofdealingwithevil,"isforthemostpart,astatementof



theprinciplesonwhichwehavehitherto receivedbrethren. To these
principles,thereisnotonesinglewordofreply,butamisrepresentationof
myletter. Whyisthis? Isitbecauseyouareunabletojustifythatstepto
whichmylettercontainstheanswerandremonstrance?
YounextspeakofMr.Newton'sviews. HereIam quiteatonewithyou,as
totheirevil,andthattheyshouldbejudged. WhereIdifferwithyou,isnot
astotheevilofthoseviews,butastothemodeofjudgmentwhichyou
wouldapplytocertainotherbrethren. Yourlanguagehere,ifImayexpress
thethoughtitsuggestedtome,seemstopointouttheerrorofyourcourse,
quiteasmuchasofMr.Newton'sdoctrine.
Forinstance,yousay-"Thewolfasatthedoor." AsIreadthis,Icouldnot
butsadlysay,Istherenotmorethanonewolfatthedoortroublingus? Is
therenotoneneareryouthanyouperhapsthink? BytheGoodShepherd's
words,Ijudgethatthereis. Hesays-"Thewolfcometh,andscattereththe
sheep."(John10:12) Suchawolfmay,andprobablywill,"comeinsheep's
clothing""as an angeloflight,"yea "transforming himselfinto Christ's
apostle;"(IICor.11:13)professinggreatzealinword,forthepersonof
Christ,whileheistearingthebodyofChristtopieces;withloudboastingsof
hiscarefortheflockofGod,whileheisrendingthemembersoftheLamb.
Howarewetodiscernsuch? TheShepherdbidsus,-"Knowthem bytheir
fruits"(Matt.7:16):bythisfruitespecially-"thewolfscattereththesheep."
Who,Iask,hasscatteredthesheepinYorkshire? IsitMr.Newtonandhis
views? Nay,verily,forasyouknow,wearefullyagreeduponthesepoints.
Thethingwhichisnow dividingandherescatteringthesheepofChrist,is
somethingverydifferentfrom Mr.Newton'sviews.Itisyourrequirement
thatgodly brethren shall,to hold communion with you,give up their
consciencerespectingreceivingthosewhoGodreceives. Thisistheevil
spiritnowscatteringthesheep;anditbootslittleforyou,whilethisisatour
doors,toignoreanythingofthis,andtoattempttomakeusbelievethatthe
oneevilwehavetoguardagainstisMr.Newton'sdoctrine.
ButIam nottobesomisled,forIhaveseenthiswolfbefore. Sixyearsago,
Iwasmetbytheself-samespiritundertheself-sameguise;aguise,indeed,
thenasnow,ofzealforGod,andforthedisciplineandpurityoftheChurch:
yetrequiringmetoseparatefrom godlybrethren,andtorejecttheholyas
profane. Iwasthen,asaclergyman,asked,(justasyouhaveaskedme),as
theterm ofmyministerialconnectionwiththeEstablishmenthere,-whether
IwouldreceiveChristiansoutofcertainsects. Myanswer,thenasnow,
wassimplythis,Thosewhom Christreceives,Icannotreject. Forthis,I
wasthenjudgedbywhatcallsitselfTheChurch. ForthesameanswerIam
nowjudgedbyyou. BoththesejudgmentsImustbear;butGodhelpingme,
whiletheWordbidsmereceivebrethren,Imustreceivethem.
Butletmetakeyourcryofwolfinthesenseyoumeantit,thatweare
threatenedbyMr.Newton'sviews. Grantingthis,thetruequestionstill
recurs,bywhatauthoritydoyouconfoundthewolfwithbrethren? Ihave
beforemethisWord:-"ThussaiththeLord,ifthoutakeforththeprecious
from thevile,thoushaltbeasmymouth;letthem returnuntothee,but
returnnotthoutothem"(Jer.15:19-20). Godhelpingme,Iwill"takeforth
thepreciousfrom thevile"andnotjudgebothalike. Godhelpingme,Iwill
not"devoursouls,puttingnodifferencebetweentheholyandprofane"(Eze.



22:25-26). Iask,wheredoyoulearnthatgodlybrethren,whenthewolf
threatensthem,aretobeseparatedfrom andjudgedasthewolf?
Imightmakesimilarremarksonwhatyousayof"leprosy". Heretoo,the
evilmaybenearer,andotherthanyouthink. Irepeat,Idonotquestionthe
evilofMr.Newton'sviews,thoughIbelievethat"leprosy",beingabreaking
outoftheflesh,isnotthecorrectterm forevildoctrine. Butwithout
quarrelingwithyourterm,whichis,atleast,intelligible,Iask-Isthereno
otherleprosywhichisnowthreateningus? Leprosywas,asyouknow,of
manysorts,butoneandallrepresentedtheoutbreaksoftheflesh. Now,I
findthattheNew Testamentincludesamongthose"workingsoftheflesh
whicharemanifest",andforwhichsaintsshouldbeputunderdiscipline,not
only"murderandadulteries,"but"varianceandstrifes,seditions,heresies,
andsuchlike"(Gal.5:19-21). Isthere"varianceandstrifeandschism"
amongYorkshirebrethren? Thefactsarethatasbrethren,wecannotmeet.
Whycannotwemeet? Becauseyouhavechosentomaketherejectionof
certainbrethren,whoareuntouchedthemselvesbyleprosy,thetermsof
fellowship. Isnotthis"strifeandvarianceandschism"? Ifso,isitnota
manifestedworkingoftheflesh;inaword,isitnotleprosy?
ButIpassontothethirdandlastportionofyourletter,viz.,theansweryou
givetomyenquiry,whether(becauseIcannotrejectGeorgeMullerfrom
communion),Iam tobeaheathenmanandapublicantoyou. Yourreplyto
thisisinkeepingwiththerest. Yousay-"Thequestionbeforeusisnotthe
onetowhichyousoanxiouslyawaitourreply,namely,inwhatrelationship
youaretostandwithusatLeeds." Iask,isthisthevoiceofawolforlamb?
Abrotherpointsouttoyouthatyourpresentstepexcommunicatesmany
godlybrethren,againstwhom youhavenocharge,savethattheywillnotbe
"forced"toseparatefrom somefrom whom youhaveseparated. Hesays
toyou,withaheavybutyearningheart,rememberingthehappydayshehas
hadamongyou,thathe"anxiouslywaits"toknowyourpurpose,andwhether
youwillrejecthim because"hefollowethnotwithyou." Youanswerthat
"thisisnotthequestionbeforeyou." ThenIsaysurelyitshouldbebefore
you;forsurelyitisbeforeHim,theGreatShepherd,whoprayedthatallHis
flockshouldbeone.
Somuchforyourletter.Inowreturnmoreimmediatelytotherealquestion,
whichyourpresentletterthroughoutstudiouslyavoids. Thatquestionis
not,asyouwouldleadustosuppose,eitherthecharacterofMr.Newton's
views-ortherespectivemeritsofourformerletters-norisitwhetherIam,
oram not,anxiouslyawaitingananswerfrom you. Thequestionissimply
this,viz.,UPONWHATGROUNDSDOYOUREQUIREUSTOREJECTGEORGE
MULLER? Letus assume thathe has admitted improperpersons to
communion;andfurther,thathehasdonethis,asyousay,afterwarning.
How doesitfollow from this,thatwhileheishimselfneitherleprousnora
wolf,Iam torefusecommunionwithhim? Thegodlyclergymenhere,
wouldreceivenotonlyMissHill,andothers,butMr.Newtonhimself,and
indeedanybody. Theydothisagainstmyprotest;yetyouhavealways
professed thatyou could admitsuch men orany saints outoftheir
congregations.AndyetyourequiremetorejectGeorgeMuller,andwithhim
Iknownothowmanymore,because(supposingyourchargetobetrue)he
hasactedaseveryclergymanmustact. Icanquiteunderstandhow you



mightobjecttogotoBethesda,ifhereceivesthereungodlyandevilmen;
justas Ican understand how you objectto go to the table in the
Establishment,becauseitisopentoreceiveanyone. ButIcannot-after
whatIhaveheardagainandagainfrom youownlips,ofthedifferenceof
receivingabrotheroutofasect,andcountenancingtheevilofthesect,and
ofourboundeddutytoreceiveallbrethren-understandhowyoujustifyyour
coursetowardsGeorgeMuller. Itseemstome-forgivemysayingit-
sectarianintheextreme. YoufirstconstituteGeorgeMulleroneofasect
againsthiswill,andthenyouexcludehim from thatsectbecausehedoes
notthinkastheydo.
ButtheremaybeagainstGeorgeMullersomechargeIknownot. Thatthis
chargemaybefullystated,Inowrequestyoutogiveaplainanswertothe
threefollowingveryplainquestions:
 1.WhatistheparticularsinforwhichGeorgeMulleristoberejected? Isit
evildoctrine-oranevilwalk? Orisitlackofintelligenceorenergyina
questionofChurchdiscipline? Or,ifnoneofthese,whatisit?

2.WhataretheScripturesonwhichyouactincuttingoffMuller? Beso
kindasnotonlyto refertocertainverses,buttoshew theirparticular
applicationtothiscase. Forinstance,ifyourefertoIIJohn10,respecting
somewhomight"comeandnotbringthedoctrineofChrist"bekindenough
toshew how thisrequiresmetorejectGeorgeMuller,whodoesbringthat
doctrine. Soagain,ifyoupressagainstGeorgeMullerthelatterpartofthis
verse,-"hethatbiddethhim Godspeedisapartakerofhisevildeeds,"bring
proofthatGeorgeMullerhas"biddenGodspeed"tothosebringinglying
doctrine.

3.Havingdonethis,itwillonlyremainforyoutostatethoseScriptures,
whichrequireyouto"declinecommunion,saveincasesofignoranceof
whathaspassed,withalloranycomingfrom thoseplaces,atwhichpersons
from Bethesdaarereceived." Inotherwords,youhaveonlytoshewwhymy
receiving George Muller,while he is himselfconfessedlyclearoffalse
doctrines,orhow myreceivinganygodlybrotherorsisterfrom Bethesda,
requiresyoutoexcommunicatemewithMr.Newton.
Thesearethepointswhichwantananswer:tothem Iclaim one,bothasa
debtofgraceandtruth.
Inconclusion,Idobeseechbelovedbrethreninthismatter,nottobeled
awaybynamesormen. IfearIseesuchaleadinginyourownconfession
ofwhatinfluencesyouinyourpresentstep. Yousay,-"Weareforcedto
separate,unlesswewouldnullifyallthathasbeendonepreviously."(From
Leedscircular) Now,Idobeseechyou,Walknotby"allthathasbeendone";
walksimplybyGod'sholyWord;itisthesaferpath;-andifassheep,you
mustneedsfollow,becontenttofollowtheLamb. "Obeythem indeedthat
areyourguides,"(Heb.13:7margin)but"followtheirfaith",nottheirerrors.
Men have everfailed,even the best,and too often in the very truth
committedtothem.Gideonwasraisedupadeliverer,buthemadeanephod,
andallIsraelwentawhoringafterit(Judges8:27). God'switnesstoo,
againstBethelfailed,almostas soon as he had uttered faithfullythe
messagewhichhewassenttobear(IKings13). EvenaftertheHolyGhost
wassenttoabideanddwellintheChurch,achiefApostleopenlyfailedin
theverytruthcommittedtohim (CompareGal.2:11-12andActs10:28).



Andbrethrentoo,ifImistakenot,hadawitnessgiventhem,-awitnessof
theoneness,thoughruin,oftheChurch;andtheytestifiedthateachbrother
shouldreceivehisbrother,notuponthegroundofknowledgeorstrength,
butasoneinChrist. Butifyouradviceistobefollowed,allthisistobeset
aside. Itisthis,andthisalone,whichmakesmewrite. Iviewthiswhole
matter,asinvolvingprinciplesconnectedwithourtestimonyforGod,andto
HiswholeChurch. Ihavenopersonalfeelinginit. GeorgeMuller,Ihave
neverseen,norhaveIeverbeenatanyoftheBristolmeetings;whiletoyou,I
am boundbymanyties,ofpersonalfavoursaswellasgrace. ButIknow
"thefaith"ofmanyoftheBristolsaints,thatitis"spokenofthroughoutthe
wholeworld."(Rom.1:8) AndIseenothoworwhy,whilepersonallythey
arepure,Iam tojudgethem,ortobejudgedforwillingnesstoreceivethem.
Imayaddmoreanothertime. InowcommendyoutoGod,andtotheword
ofHisgrace.
Iam,dearbrethren,Yours,withmuchChristianlove,
AndrewJukes
Hull,27thNovember,1848.

Note: Iwas asked bythe late Archbishop ofYork,whetherIwould
communicatewithdissentersfrom theEstablishment. IsaidIwould,forI
feltboundtoreceivealltrueChristiansasbrethren,-that,therefore,Iwould
willinglyreceive the Lord's Supper,both with and from non-episcopally
ordainedChristians. Forthisanswer,Iwasforbiddentopreach. Strange
thatMinistersofasystem,whichreceivesanyorall,shouldrejectmefor
sayingIwouldmeetwithsome. Suchisman'sconsistency. ButtheHoly
GhostistheonePersonwhoisrestricted,orturnedoutasabrawler,inthe
EstablishedChurch.


