
It has been suggested that as we had bowed to the 
decision of the aoaeiahly in Tunbridse Wells in 1909, wo should 
bow now to their decision to receive the KellyLowe party, 

1%> are surely responsible to bow to an assembly 
decisions but the assestbly actions in these two oases are not 
.parallel. 

Ja 1909 tkay dealt with' a ease they had authority to 
deal with - a caae in their midst they rare morally responsible 
to deal with* Tk> other assembly (except in the event of their 
.failure to act) had authority to deal with i t , and subsequent 
events fully proved that their action was rij&t. 

Their present action in receiving into fellowship the 
entire Kelly-Lowe party they had no authority to do. This was 
fully manifest in their continued effort to got the assonblies 
in this country and the T&aited States to agree with them. In 
spite of repeated protests from brethren in Canada and the TSnitod 
States, they persisted in their purpose, The Word of God makes 
no provision for a corporate conscience, XIQ are brought to God 
in the f irs t instance individuallyj we are restored individually 
when we get away from the Lord} we are received to the lord's 
table Individually, Consequently we do not believe their aotion 
has the Lord's approval* 

3rd Hovember, 1940, 


