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Apostles’ Council 1851: No
Agreement to Restore the
Twelvefold
Unity
of Apostles
Zurich.
In the previous article
of this series
we have looked at Apostle Carlyle’s views
of the work to be done by apostles in the future. On 4 April 1851 he lectured to the
faithful at Buchwaeldchen (Silesia) on these hopes, but also utters his concern
regarding the state the work of apostles has reached. He appeals to the believers
“to pray incessantly that their number may be completed – for one of the Apostles
has become unfaithful – that they may all become fully active, that they may become
of one mind in all things, that they receive their full ability to fulfil God’s plan towards
the Church.”
Following this, he travels to Albury to take part in a council of apostles summoned
there for Pentecost because two apostles asked for it. We may suppose that Carlyle
was one of the two who took this initiative, for he quite obviously hopes for some sort

of agreement on how to fill up the number of apostles to twelve – which was at that
time considered necessary to enable the apostles to act together as a college of
apostles and eventually to be sent out in power as originally expected.
Read our extensive documentation here:
Apostles’ Council 1851: No Agreement on Measures to Restore the Twelvefold Unity
of Apostles
Apostle Cardale's Report on the Apostles' council 1851
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At the Conference with the Angels
Wednesday. 20th Aug. 1851
The Apostle delivered to the Angels a statement of the result of the recent Meeting of the
Apostles at Albury to the following effect

Apostles’ Council 1851:
No Agreement on Measures to Restore the
Twelvefold Unity of Apostles
In the previous article of this series we have looked at Apostle Carlyle’s views of the work to
be done by apostles in the future. On 4 April 18511 he lectured to the faithful at Buchwaeldchen (Silesia) on these hopes, but also utters his concern regarding the state the work of
apostles has reached. He appeals to the believers “to pray incessantly that their number may
be completed – for one of the Apostles has become unfaithful – that they may all become
fully active, that they may become of one mind in all things, that they receive their full ability
to fulfil God’s plan towards the Church.”2 Following this, he travels to Albury to take part in a
council of apostles summoned there for Pentecost because two apostles asked for it.3 We
may suppose that Carlyle was one of the two who took this initiative, for he quite obviously
hopes for some sort of agreement on how to fill up the number of apostles to twelve – which
was at that time considered necessary to enable the apostles to act together as a college of
apostles and eventually to be sent out in power as originally expected.
The loss of the twelvefold unity of apostles
To give our readers some idea of the problem involved, we now take them to Albury in Surrey, England, about 30 miles south west of London near the town of Guildford. It is the year
1840. The Apostles’ Chapel, made of the finest materials, has been erected at the cost of £
20,000, a huge sum in those days. The money and the land have been given by the Apostle
Drummond, a rich banker and lord of the manor. The tower is not quite complete on this
fourth of September when the first service is held in the new chapel.4
This joyful event is, however, overshadowed by disagreements about the “the place and authority of the Apostleship”.5 Three days before, the apostles suspended the monthly meetings
of the Seven Churches in London, those gatherings during which the “Council of Zion” deliberated on church affairs. In addition, they separate from some of their closest assistants in
the work and decide not to make use of any prophecies for the time being. Basically, there is
disagreement on the question, if the apostles are to rule the Church, as they demand, or if
they are to receive orders, either from the Council of Zion or from the prophets who called
them into office.6
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Thomas Carlyle, A Short History of the Apostolic Work, London 1851, Preface by Thiersch as published on this website, cf. http://www.nak.org/en/news/publications/article/15082/ .
Ibid., p. 16 (our translation).
Cf. Cardale to Drummond, Drummond Papers (Archives of the Duke of Northumberland, Alnwick
nd
Castle, microfilm at the Bodleian Library, Oxford), C/11/25, 2 page: “I do not consider myself responsible for the possible consequences of our reassembling at this juncture. If good is produced
the two brethren taking on themselves the responsibility of causing us to be convoked will deserve
our gratitude. And my part is simply to pray God to avert all possible evils, which I will not anticipate.”
Harold Bernard Copinger, “Annals of the Lord’s Work“, p. 75.
Ibid., p. 75
Cf. Copinger, “Annals”, MS addition by Copinger, p. 74. “The absence of the Apostles abroad gave
rise to speculations as to whether the Council of Zion was not the instrument by which the Church
should be guided & Apostles merely the organs for carrying its rulings into practice.” For detailks
mentioned in the text cf. ibid., p. 75. Cf. also [Francis Valentine Woodhouse], A Narrative of Events
affecting the Position and Prospects of the whole Christian Church, London 1847, pp. 81f., Charles
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My dear Brethren
“The Apostles have brought their recent sittings to a conclusion, and they
have committed it to me in London, and to each Apostle in his tribe to make known the substance of their deliberation on the two principal subjects which have occupied them to the
angels of Churches and Ministers of the Universal Church of the rank of Angel. I deem it
therefore my duty to avail myself of this first opportunity to communicate the same to those
here present – and what I shall now say will in substance be communicated in writing to the
other Angels and through you and them to all under your respective charges.
The principal object of our assembling had respect to the cases of Mr Dalton and of
Mr MacKenzie. And I come away with hearty thankfulness to God – a feeling in which my
brethren here associated with me participate, in the consciousness that in answer to the
prayers of all the Churches God has been pleased to be graciously present with us in our
deliberations, and that He has enabled us to do all of which our present circumstances admit
– all I think that in reason and faith under those circumstances could be expected. And our
work has been transacted with the demonstration of one heart and of one mind (so far as
these acts are concerned) in all the Apostles present.
p. 2
In order to make my statement intelligible it is necessary to advert slightly to past
transactions with our two Brethren.
The only point in Mr MacKenzie[’]s case which, as after so many years have elapsed,
it would be wise to recall to memory is the fact of his voluntary absenting himself from us –
declining to co-operate with us in the duties of the Apostleship. Without seeking to revive
previous transactions to impute blame to him or (if it were necessary) to defend ourselves,
our efforts have been directed to convince him of his error in leaving his place, and consequently upon that conviction, to induce him to return. To this fatal error on his part however
he has continued throughout to adhere.
In the case of Mr. Dalton, it seems that having been led by what appeared to him the
guidance of Providence to reside for a time in Yorkshire, he was induced to offer his services
to do temporary duty in the Church of England. From this he was led on to take more permanent duty in the Church of England. And was in this position when we were called together in
January 1846. He then wrote to us in answer to the Letter requiring his attendance stating
that he found it inconsistent with these recently assumed duties to be present in our Councils, that he felt he could not ask us to become responsible for his act by giving him any leave
of absence, but he avowed the continuance of his faith in the work of the Lord as a whole.
*[And while in the then drooping state of the Churches generally (a state of which we are all
perfectly cognizant) he suggested that in certain cases Churches and individuals might retire
into the established Church, he suggested also that at Albury and in the larger congrega__________________________________________________________________________
Note. * The words between brackets should not be read in the public Congregation.
p. 3
tions, the Churches should be retained as rallying points for the future.] In our answer we
expressed our opinion that it was impossible for us to give any leave of absence, that the
responsibility of his absence must rest upon himself and that for ourselves we proposed to
apply ourselves to our duties towards the Churches.
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