7. Yount Fark Crescent,
Faling W.

21 Fed. 1907.
¥y dear Lrother. '
¥r. Xills baving let me see your letter to him giving an
sccount of what %took pimce iast Lord'sz day at Yoxrk Road, Tunbdbridga
Yells, which fills me with sorrow. I feel constrained to ley vefure
you a succession ef fects with meat of whicn yoa ere well aoquninteu -
“or have the meane of vvrif"ing ty two or three Witn9888+.1 Cﬁn +He f*}
brothers who exprues their sgreement with Mr. Siuvli.orpe's stattmcnt
have any idee of the polemn respeneidility they Leve incnrrec tn
oontravéning their express "decision" of October léth 19C3, as mgdo
known in thsir cirhul.r 1at»ar of oth Zovember rbllowing° R
In that oi;cular letter, a charga wao mada ugainst Mr.'strange~ |
that he "asked Mr. Bushell to epread another Tabxe." thus setting agide
the aesemhlf 2t Tunbridge Wells. This charge, mada, 58 haa been provad
on the autuority of a eingle W1tresa. and *herafbre in d*uo pdienoe to {the
word of God, J-u+ xzx,*s wasg &8 you Imow, cwned Yy ., ”usholl himsdlf
_in May, '05 to be inocorraat (rhich he conf;rmod even in writing,'accord-
ing to ycur letter %o Ar '1115 of 16%h Aug. 190b), by whiuh it appecrs
that the words used dy Mr, strange z;;:LQiaply to ask ¥r. Rushell uhather
he wag prepured te¢ ptand with iir. gtrunre and thrt e, Dushell then
Genied thet he had been saked "te spread another 72bie". The chsrge
arose from & nisundergtanding, ond yet 4t remeins uncenfirred ard
upwithdrawa to this day.
Eoving hed occesicn to meet ° e, Sibhthorve aLout a yacr after
thig by thoe invitaetion of & brother se to ancther netter, I ok the
opportunity of calling his sttention to these fzotls and on the following
day (lotk Uzy 1906) was led to write r. Eibtborre & further entreaty fhat

Le nnd the ciiier brethren should frankly ovn whul is elearly proved %o



(2) ‘
be haste and #rror in dealing with these things. In hia answer, duted
224 May '08, ﬂr. Sibthosxpe, while thanking me for the letter, refuses
to enter into any further correspcadence on the aubjeot.‘

As a subsequent interview. alx monthe later, I find him
equally resolute.

\ “hat is tc be ua4d of suoh a line ot oonduct? I8 an unfounded
'aocueation to be allowed to atand fbr naarly thrne years and & h&al? againss
a bdrother, without ony effort to heve mo simple a metter oleared np mmd
a suitadble reparaticn masde? Is 4t thug that we skhow, &8 brethren, that
we love one another and seak to glorify our Father, and the Lord JTegus
Chriost who loved un end save Dimzel? 2or us? ’ﬂt ns nct forget our Lord's
. words in Matthew 18. oloaing the solemn parable of tbe two "dab ors”, .
.  Put there 1s anather painful festure in this cournc of ¥r, B

Sibthorpe 8. L . ,

On July 20, 1905, afier having long abstained from goling o |
Tunbridge Wella on Lord's day worning, on acgount of‘the feeling displayqd
‘here, Wr, Strange, acting on the repeaxed recommenaa ion of brethé§§f4f‘
(myself'amongsﬁ the numﬁer) :enx to tna maeting st Yn.k uoaﬂ maintained
silance and left esrly; ufter which X¥r. Sibthorpe raad Aaotn IT, 42, and
renarked to the Tsllowing effeot, "you will see by this thut ihis
acsembly cen have no fellowship with ¥r. 3irange coming here %o hreask
bresd thia morning.” Heveral were surprisaed and could not snderstand the
. @iscrepancy wita the “debision” rzad out in the gathering, oa the Sundsy
%morning foilowing Friday 16th Octobar 1203. There was of covrse no
“ewportunity for onquiring whsther or not thig was the’mtnd of "the gasembly"

Cn 224 September 'GB, lr. Devine, at or after & visit to LT,
¢{bthorpe with the earneat dezire to bdring all these sorrows to &
rightcous exd friendly termination; obtained from him a short typewritten

statement, undated and unsigned, to the effect that "the assenbly” at



(3)

T. Wells hed no fellowship with Xr. Strange iIn his breaking bread theia.
This clandesdine dooument was shown to meferal brotluers gathered four days
later in anxzwer to Ur. Devine's appeal, one of them remarking that ﬁy sich
an act, Mr. Sibthorpo put himsplf out of fellowship. | -

Conusequantly, Mr. Sidthorpe's action of last Lord's day lsorning
f17¢h 1nst) on tlhe oczasion 22 & further sttempt of IlIr, :Strange'u to ghow
chnt he bowed tc fh~}“decis*on“ of Datobhar 1905 in apite o2 _11 tu“t hed
ocourred, is‘ a ropelition for the third tiume of his (Mr. Sibthorpe's)
unwarcanted and wnzoriptursl assumption to reprosent the entive ass cmhly
without any previous at empt to arrive at en "agsembly Jndgmnnt " Mest
mercifully to us 211, God &if nrch allow tnie <o pass unche lensed ns |
'ynur Lutter Qhows, vhile uaffording vr. Strange an opportunity ibr nhou1ng
'practically, te hie ﬂ"n coat, that ne dps;rad to avoid confnaion in ithe
'meeting. and to be reconciied fo his brethren with whom he is locelly
aasociaued.
| 70 mske use then of Lr. Sibfhbé?e‘e ovn words, 1 a&sk you, dear
brother, who are tiicse who have acted "in selfwill” and qiaregqrded the
.cbnsoiencec of thelir Erethren?‘ is “her§ nowu in the meeting undonfeeged
gin of three and a half yazxr's standing, the name of "the assembly”® being
used to cover it up? Can such sn "asaembly” te said to te grther=d in the
holy name of tte Tord Jesuz Chrint? Is it characherised by ready obolience
to the word of the Toxrd, end that faith which works By love?. Does the

assembly se A wnole aceept the solemm responcibility of endorsing Nr.

Sibtrorpe’s azeticna?

Al 16 hﬁs repeatedly sald that he will lietom to ne brother, who
does mo¥ in the ¥irst plece enderre the deelsion ot Cetlober 16, '05,--- |
wrich Le himsel? Lnesas pet snide iﬁ'its.msin piroviao,--<ll I can wigsest is
that you nrould carefully verifr the statoients above made, and, if you

?ind then correoct, submit them to every ore in tlL
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oonsoiences mey be duly oxorcised -in the ford's presence.
| Lgoking to im to xuids in %;hia'z.;ainfuir matter, I’ .rema:l.x.\.“ ‘
Jear BrothLer, Affectly yours in Rin, | | S
Ws Jo Love.

CMr. M, AL Harvorow. i e



