It has deen supzested that as wo had bowed to the
deocision of the ansembly in Tunbridge TWells in 1909, we should
bow now to their decision to receive the Kellywlowo party.

T are surely rosponsibie to bow to en assembly
doolsiong dbut the assembly aotions in these two omses are not
w allel.

In 1909 they denlt with a ocase they had authority to
deal with - a case in their midat thoy wore morally responsible
to deal with. I'o other assembly (except 1n the event of theoir
Lailure to act) had authority to deal with it, end subsequent
‘events fully proved that their action was right,

Thelr present action in receiving into followship the
entire Kolly-lowe party they md no authority to do. This was
fully manifest in their continued effcert to got the sssomblies
in this cowmtry and the Thited States to agree with theme. 'In
gpits of repeated protests from bdrothron in Cerada ond tho Unitoed
States, they persistod in their pwrpose. T7The Word of God makes
no provision for a sorporate oonscience. Wa are xrought to Cod
in the first instance irndividumlly; we are restored individually
when wo get eway from the Lords we are recefved to ths lord's
table individually. Consequontly we do not believe thoir action
has the lord's approval.



