(Gepy) ljjbviéﬁiﬁéﬁﬁﬁi.gfy"négq;ng;“f”féz;@jio;- ow.

LI VRO [

h&t tho 3 vho doli t in tho LOT ovY .
to’ tﬁzﬂf°g§§133°“2n%§ %o a" uhogglao gr £ds® % and -3
+0 de roma walking aooOrding to Hin mind in brotherly 1ova, upright~ v
noss and truth should yet be found No differ @0 groatly in judgment at '
‘thie tima.® ° ° Having, however, . thia sormdn ground of dealre f£or the
~Lord's gloxy ‘from love %9 Him, way ‘we net gount on iz %10 give that

f’ oneneag ©f judgment prayed ror-at Konnington on Tuesday 9ot,.l9th? .

X was- unable 0 gtay long there and also felt that not being a London
Brother it might be butter to bo BlIOnt.Q“»>fv

l«,

.' .y',f - .
> -,

There are three pointa hodeer ‘which preaa ¢n'we 1n connectiﬁn k
uith T.I'a reply and wi¥h what was, aaid,thile I ﬁaa at, the meeting.

(1) Aa to 0 S. not;hﬁviﬁg'geeﬁﬁput aWay 5ﬁ j“ﬁ*?,%' y.~“1¥¥”

(2) As to his leaV1ng the Lofd‘s Table at ‘hia ‘omn meeting, -
vhioh T.W. saye is the onlv Dlaoe he oould 1eave 1t.;¢ﬁ*h < R

Now aa to the first point it is quite olear as they say 1n their
letter to _Aoton that he was not put. nway.a; - But it 1is equally clear ﬁﬁ
from‘that letter and their July st nbtioe.that ‘they have déclared him~
out of fellowship on the ground that he had left the Lord's Tabla &o. ,_j

;‘ . This brings s to the aeoona point to understand Whioh it 18 !
needful ‘ta _take-acqount of T.W's aotions, and tho oiroumstanoea which
,nged up to thqm. 2 ,r: L
?‘* g "By en Assembly ‘act 0at.18th. 1903. Mr Strange £y ministry WA Tominn
fused on acoount of ‘its 'unscriptural and speculative’ character" and ~”ﬁ
_because Of 'the unhappy strife and ocontentien it has caused", :this de-’
“oision was mecessary sesing that for- -long Mr. S. refused to lieten te -
the remonstrancea of. his brethren ae to his ministry. {;”;)ﬁJv

‘ consequent on thie Hr s. deliberatoly turnod hig back on the =
Lora's Table at T.W. and woent and ministered oleenhere thus dvsplsing
“the Assembly discipline, ‘and what was infinitely worsde slighting the " .
“blessed Lord in whose Hame as in” the midst of the two or three gathered
i~ ‘round Him, the ‘action wes iakﬂnong “¥ow dear Brother 1 appeal to you .
‘' ap one leving our blessed Lord Jeeue-uas not Q. S's couree & dishonour
*ﬁ'to Him even if we suppose for a moment that T!W's aot was & mistake?
We find from iCor.v. and iicCor.ii. that ‘a saints local Assombly is tho
‘one responsible to reject or’'to redceive back such for God's glory. -
R ‘For instance, suppose while I wae ‘away on & visit I was vonvieted of -
_~'theft tould.not the gathering thore rightly refer the matter baok to
) mW'nneting nere to put ma_nrayt RN s : AREES

i B N n. vrite4 _fox. , : o
o uho had ‘deliberately géparated themselves from-would have been reaetral’
.,_Tﬁﬁi;?""mﬁey would have separated from the unity of the body thers¥, . &
‘Letters Vol.11.p.252. - . The underlining is mine ag it so olearly bears

1 ‘on the preeent case.of deliberately avoiaing;nis ounkmeeting.
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After a long period Mr 8 did.gg.hack aﬂd broke breqq n
July SOth 05, but was told afterwards that thoy could have no fellow—
- 8hip with "in the bresking of bread, - ~“After a further long period
w, viz:-t1ill Peb.17th. /07, during which he acted ag before, he returned.
- 1on this ococasion g brother spoke before breaking of bread of Mr S's ways .
‘and eald they could have -no fellowship with him in the breaking of bread:
"3 or § more confirmed what. hnd.been sald while 1 or 2 objected. ' =B ' .
Aa a result Nr 8. .aat baok. et Thus the Aesembly s 'a whole refusea him


iiCor.il/
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. rellowship on account of hia 1ong absenoe and thuq slighting tneix eug—

cirline in tho Lord's Name &o. ! -+ Those who objected I unidersimn.d orok-

bread, thus outwardly at any rate, bowing to the Assembly 8 Qct whough
differing in Judgment from 1t.‘&,-_ , .

th . 0f oogrge a ?iqiat ring bﬁother may be long absent from %1
78 aing » 1 twaen him a it

7?n£ 88 eu Wher su%n ageenoe is de&nbe%aﬁewégﬁoggngggug Sti°n
diaoiplina exerciaed as regurds him, th9o matter is very different and -

. it soems 0.8, distinotly esparated from the Assembly at T.W,., scﬁaruted
' from tho unity of the body in practics, even though he brcoke bread at

the Lord's Table elsewhore. - - B“others at T.W. wrote me as regards
.this, "We do not say that he haa not broken bread at the Lord's Table

 @1eewhere since he left here, but we do say it was not in the unity of -
‘the Spirit.* . In thils oonnection it might be well to notice, as a
fProther pointed out to me some time ago. apart from any connection with |

‘:fellowship at hia own meetlng Yet broke bread at others._jf“

T.W., that in Acts ii.42. fellowship and breaking bread ere mzntioned

~ meparately, thus while both should go together, wo alas, find scme are
breaking bread of whom We eould ‘hardly say they were in "fellowship,

TN
This would markedly be the case with Mr,S. who being reﬁﬁvvaxvfi
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Q estioned as to why théy did not glve definita notica of thelr

.Waot of 1772 C7 they.replied, "We have sought to avoid sonflict with -

- other Assemblies respecting 'Mr.S.” and have raised no quastion, ws he was
~upheld and Justified by brethren who had influence amongst. the saints ' .
and whom we had esteemed, and we also felt the circumstances called.for
.patience and forbearance and waiting upon God that saints might be
v:exeroiaed.. R Peraonally, ‘Ithink such notice ought to have beén given
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‘but one ean but gee from Lhe above quotation the effect on T.W. of the -

tical refu 03x o -,V
%nrenlgenerg§}y°§réggiy % laoé?anu n tice Ior which are not we S

Laetly a8 to the’ giving up apokeﬁ of in T W'a letter to London

Drethren is it not made clear towards the alose of the letter that they

‘refer to the ‘propogal to reconsider and thus set aside their Assembly
action and to again go 1nto Mr S'a case’ witn Brethren elaewhere. SN

Now this to ne 18 the 01nt——the most wei hty ng in the
whole oorreepondenoe. rothers from T.¥W. %ng Bro%hgrq from elge—

where, in whom both parties should have oconfidonce, tc settle this ques—

stion ie truly a glving up of the sufficiency of thé Lord in the midst

‘of the 2 or 3 in all their weakness and failure, gnd substituting for
“Him Brothers in whom both parties have confidende. .. I notice the Lon-

“don letter suggests this not because scripture points out such a ocourse,
“dbut as "being in our opinion the only way of settling peacefully a o

N

matter which has brought BOTTOW and estrangement amonget us¥., .- . i
Looked at thue beloved Prother B am uonfldent that you as ,fﬁ

fﬁmuch'as any ef us woul& shrink frem auch a thing so expressive of lacx
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of cenfidencs in "Jesus Ohrist, the seme yesterday, and today and for '
aever® as wholly sufficient for "ug in days of utter ruin as in the

“prightest daye of the Ohurch's histery. . MNay we eling to Kim. Meav

we count on Him, and thus aocepting T.W's aocts as done in Eis Nauo, wiiu

..to Him Who ‘walks amidst the golden candlesticks withr eyss as a flame s
~of fire and feet like unto {nﬂé graes, to Himeglf deal with whnt htxs*:v:-'-J

ifnot bemn according to His m
~.-Who gee the need of it remonstrate with the Asgembly at P.W. in all.

he same time let thoee

“brotherly love and faithfulness and leave it for the Holy Spirit tolﬂ,*

_Wpuess 1t home to their hearts and uoneoienoee,;;} 3
R UNath ove in the Lerd, e

viz‘—till Peb 17th {

6n this ooocasion & o S et
‘and paid they could haye no feliowship with him in the bro g Jr

'3 or 5 more confirmed what knd been said while 1 or 28 oggggzogérUu” rioa
Ao o result Mr 8. .8at baok, y as a e

'”ﬁ Affeotionately youra 1n Eim, S R :u‘\ 
‘(signed) . . W.H.S.Fesbury. el

' he roturnoa.
during which he acted as before),
her spoke before breaking of breaa of Mr 8$'0 wayo

Q;Thns .the Agsembl




