ASSEMBLIES OF GOD — ABUSING LOCAL MINISTERS AND CONFISCATING CHURCH PROPERTY
DRAFT -JULY 30, 2009

THIS IS A DRAFT DOCUMENT, SUBJECT TO CHANGE. THIS VERSION DATED 7/30/2009. IT IS BEING PUBLISHED AS DRAFT PRIOR TO THE AUG 4 2009 ASSEMBLIES OF GOD
GENERAL COUNCIL, WHOSE PROPOSED RESOLUTIONS PRESENT EXTREME DANGER TO ASSEMBLIES OF GOD CHURCHES. THIS PAPER SHEDS LIGHT ON THE IMPACT OF
THESE RESOLUTIONS.

In a warning to Assemblies of God (AG) member churches, this article documents the actions of the Assemblies of God Michigan District
and General Council over the past 5 years to:

1. Steal a | oc aHurchpropergyr egati on’ s
2. Gain court-sanctioned unlimited control over every Assemblies of God church in Michigan.
3. Retaliate against pastors who out of conscience decide to leave the Assemblies of God.

In pursuing the objectives above, the Assemblies of God Michigan District has:

1 Made false statements to Pastors and congregations to disguise their aggressive actions.

9 Misled a congregation by withholding information that would exonerate their Pastor of slanderous allegations.

9 Prolonged investigation of these untrue allegations, allowing the slander full time to do its damage.

1 Givenprioritytota ki ng over t he ¢ hur ioaghdnsediation, dealingsandtimely inesigitiooof f oc us
allegations.

T Megally declared that the church’'s property could be se

9 Ignored the procedure prescribedinthechur ch’' s Const i t ut iremoveleadersfranmynistd. G at t e mp

9 Attempted to arbitrarily dismiss the church’ Bders.

T lgnored the Biblical mandat e | ane ghotrkrdafane ubalievetshr i st ' s apos

I Initiateda | awsuit t o st eapdrtyaftdrievotedaunardntowslgta disassociate fom phe Assemblies of God.

9 Prolonged their legal attack by filing an appeal after the court ruled in the congregation’ s f av or .

9 Distorted the truth in their legal briefs in order to win the case.

9 Claimed in Michigan courts of law that they are a hierarchical organization (a full denomination with complete control of

member congregations) rather than a congregational organization (a fellowship of self-governed member congregations).

These facts will be evident from the details below. The men of the Assemblies of God Michigan District and General Council Presbytery
have broken the trust placed in them by their member churches. They have had 5 years to reconsider and repent of their actions in the
case described below. Yet to this very day, they persist in their actions. To scan the details quickly, read the underlined material. Pay

careful attention to dates, because the character of these men is exposed by what they knew, and when they knew it. These men are
supposed to be mature, competent church leaders, having proven themselves in local assemblies before being called upon to serve the
body of Christ regionally and nationally.

This article contains a witness regarding the actions of the Assemblies of God Michigan District Presbytery. The Apostle Paul stated, “Do
not entertain an accusation against an elder unless it is brought by two or three witnesses” (1 Tim 5:19). So that you can confirm these
things, a second witness regarding the actions of the Michigan District and General Council comes from a former Michigan District

Presbyter himself, Pastor Jeff Whittaker of Michiana Christian Embassy of Niles, MI. His witness is found on Michiana Christian

Embassy's website.



http://www.michianachristianembassy.com/view/?pageID=371735
http://www.michianachristianembassy.com/view/?pageID=371735

THEPLAYERS:

1 Gospel Lighthouse A small church incorporated in 1984, located near 8 Mile Rd. in southeast Warren, MI.
1 Rev.Bobby Johnsonr- Pastor of Gospel Lighthouse in Warren, Ml since its original incorporation in 1984.
0 Bible Degree from Central Bible College Wh o' s Who Among) Col |l ege Student s
O 40 hrs of Master’ -evel work with 4.0 GPA at Wayne State and Ashland Theological Seminary.
0 Sacrificed an offer to pastor a large suburban church, instead followingG o d ' s pastar b dmallcharch in the needy
area near 8 Mile Rd in Warren, Ml for over 25 years.
1 Rev. JefiWhittaker — Pastor of Michiana Christian Embassy of Niles, MI.LFor mer Mi chi gan Di stri@%) S
1 Assemblies of Go&xecutive Presbytery The Assemblies of God board of directors
o Dr.George O. Wood General Superintendent (CEO) of the Assemblies of God. Previously General Secretary ('93-'07).
0 John M. Palmer Former General Secretaryo f t he AssemboBli es of God (' 07
1 Assemblies of God Michigaistrict—The Michigan state-level Assemblies of God leadership.
0 Rev. William Ledt— District Superintendent (AG Michigan D i s tpredident’)
0 Rev.Jeff Hlavin- District Secretary-Treasurer
o0 Rev.Norman MuHing — Former District Missions Director
0 Rev.Otis Buchan- District Director of Camp Ministries and District Supervised Churches

TIMELINOF EVENTS

Jan 20,1984¢ Incorporation: 25 years ago, a newly-formed Gospel Lighthouse church files Articles of Incorporation with the state of

Mi chi gan under the name “Gospel Lighthouse” ( Michsepgraten | D 7
corporation named “Gospéd! (Mpbbhhogasel BsgoambRgospBBhcekight he
Articles of Incorporationarenotf i | ed as ei t her Artitled o hcarpoeatibh, bubirrstead & mew Artitles df’
Incorporation. The Articles include a provision establishingt e r ms of t heehawi emauhich’ wi t h Wwe he AS
Gospel Lighthouse declare that we are in cooperative fellowship with the Michigan District Council of the Assemblies of God according

to the Constitution and Bylaws of Gospel Lighthouse. Th e chur ch’ s Const:i t“umei.dm &ared ebwyl aves

as..a part of The General Council of the Assembhbctorlisagtoae God,
Bylaws of Gospel Lighthouse...l n t he c¢cl i mate of the Assemblies of God of the

Constitution and Bylaws. The Michigan District had distributed suggested language, but it was not mandatory, and churches could pick
and choose language to fit their own situation.

There are two important facts to note here:
1. Perits Articles of Incorporation, Go s p e | L iraatiohshiponmithsthee Assemblies of God is based solely on the terms

described in the Constitution and Bylaws of Gospel Lighthouse. The conditions and limitations stated in the Gospel Lighthouse
Constitution and Bylaws limit the powers granted to the AG and define the role it may play in the new church.

2. The Constitution and Bylaws of the Assemblies of God Michigan District are not the defining documents in the relationship

between Gospel Lighthouse and the Assemblies of God.

Food for thought: In the details below,wat ch f or how the Assemblies of God Michi
Light house cdorrpmerdatiin 1984 with the corporation fAGospel Li
Assemblies of God do this? Also watch for how the Michigan District Presbyters violate the terms and conditions of the

Constitution and Bylaws of Gospel Lighthouse.

1986 ¢ Request forOpinion: Gospel Lighthouse sends a letter to the Assemblies of God Michigan District requesting their opinion on
Gospel Lighthouse’s Constitution and Byl aws. The Itablétoter ' s i
Michigan District as a basis for cooperative fellowship with Gospel Lighthouse.


http://www.dleg.state.mi.us/bcs_corp/image.asp?FILE_TYPE=STS&FILE_NAME=D0070%5CSTAT0361%5C92041868.TIF
http://www.michigan.gov/documents/dleg/BCS_CD_267_281959_7.pdf

Dec 31, 1986 The ConfirmationThe Assemblies of God Michigan District (Rev. ErnestZilch)accept s Gospel Light/|
and Bylaws as a basis for cooperative fellowship between itself and Gospel Lighthouse.

May, 1988¢ District Notified of Misclassification The Assemblies of God Michigan District has labeled Gospel Lighthouse a “District
Supervised Church”. Per Assemblies of God Michigan District Bylaws,thec | assi fi cati ons “District Sup
Advanced Church” both apply to chur cénéassr ¢ htada baea e“ meoltd aud n doewre
supervision of the Presb y t e r B 0 a r dmaturedsuficiéntty ¢o asSumeotheir full share of responsibility for the maintenance of
scriptural order.” Additionally, for both DistrictidSupervi
appropriate Rules of Order for their operation according to theirdegre e o f d e vS&de ivs inca@iontd yedrs prior, Gospel

Lighthouse has not only held title to its own property, but the Michigan District Presbyter Board has never once met with the church or
provided rules of orderf o r t h eopetation. Ther&fdresthe church is not a District Supervised Church or a District Advanced

Church. The only possible classification for a church that either holds title to its property in its corporate name or that is self-governing is
“Aut on o mo uGospellighthouwsebdth holds its own property and is self-governing, and therefore it is Autonomous. Since

Gospel Lighthouse has been misclassified, it petitions the Michigan District for Autonomous Church classification, in accordance with its

actual status by virtue of its self-governance and property ownership. The Assemblies of God Michigan District denies the request,

instead upgrading the status of Gospel Lighthouse to District Advanced Church.

Feb 24, 1992 ClassificatiorStatus Revisitedstilawar e of t he di sconnect between the c¢h
Di strict’' s spellighthsusefagaircpatitiansathe MichigamDist r i ¢t t o c or r ecAutonbnows Charthur ¢ h'’
Since the Michigan District Presbyter Board has not provided any church oversight or rulesoforderi n t he 8 year s sin
incorporation, and since the church holds property in its corporate name, Gospel Lighthouse is clearly an Autonomous Church in

operation.

Oct 19, 1992, Michigan Dstrict Corrects theClassificationThe Assemblies of God Michigan District corrects the misclassification of
Gospel Lighthouse, recognizing it as an Autonomous Church.

Sept 5, 2004Sun)g The AllegationsThe church treasurer of Gospel Lighthouse (who is also a church Elder) resigns his position after
receiving a letter that was sent to Gospel Lighthouse Elders containing 3 allegations against Gospel Lighthouse Pastor Bobby Johnson,
one of which i s churchf 8 a.@ripftorgigningatheieldendoes rfot make inquiry to determine if the allegations
are true. He initially refuses to hand over the books unless Bill Leach tells him to, and requests to know who the new treasurer will be.
But later he hands over the books. Later that week, a second Gospel Lighthouse elder forwards the letter of allegations to the
Assemblies of God Michigan District. He also distributes the letter to several members of the congregation, asking them to write or call
the District office. The elder does not discuss with the Pastor or other Elders his decision to get the District involved, but instead makes
an independent decision to go over their heads (much as Judas Iscariot bypassed both his peers and his leader in approaching the
religious leaders of his day).

Sept 11, 2004(Sat)¢ TheMichigan District Insertstself: Assemblies of God Michigan District William (Bill) Leach meets in his office

with Pastor Johnson regarding the allegations. Leach statesthatPa st or Johnson’s accuseingthes obt al
financial allegations from the former treasurer, a claim the former treasurer later denies. Leach states his intent to speak with the

former treasurer the following week. Pastor Johnson denies all allegations, proclaiming his innocence. Leach tells Pastor Johnson that

“if everything you're tell i ng Biheachiststes that e étendstoomeet togethehwdtivPastom 0 p I
Johnson and the person making the allegations the following week. This will give Pastor Johnson the ability to defend himself before his

accuser. Bill Leach informs Pastor Johnson that he is going to reclassify Gospel Lighthouse as a District Supervised Church. Unbeknownst

to Pastor Johnson, this action would violate the protocol and procedure laid outinGo s p e | Li ght ho(demiBihS®ptBBonst
2004 entry below), and is therefore illegal (see Jan 20, 1984 entry above). The significance of being classified a District Supervised
Churchaccordi ng t o t h2e04 dnstittiongnd Bylawd is that itrgives the’M#higan District power to arbitrarily seize

and take possession of the church’ sroperty and assets (see Oct 3, 2004 entry below). But the Pastor, Elders, and congregation of

Gospel Lighthouse are completely unaware of this aspect of District Supervised status for almost a month, until the Michigan District
Presbytery on Oct 3 distributesal4-page document titled “Rules of Order for Di s



rights clauses buried in page 13. In the meantime,Past or Johnson freely cooperates with
authority, and believes that the integrity of the Assemblies of God at the District Level will lead the way.

Food for thought: Note that William Leach decides to reclassify Gospel Lighthouse prior to interviewing the person who made

the allegations (see Sept 16, 2004 entry below). So even ignoring the issue of its legality, L e a s dedision is clearly

premature; he is positioning himselfto gaincontrol o f Go s p e | propertygobfdrénhe ungeestaisds the situation. If

you were in the District Superintendentds position and tl eart
priority to gaining absolute control of the church? Or would you determine the truth as quickly as possible, in case the

allegations were false? Would you take a long time with an investigation and let the unproven allegations damage Pastor
Johnsondés r eput aduickly within bweekvinterviewdnotyrdyuthe person making the allegations and the

treasurer who resigned, but al s o leadérghip ¢hke temainimgpEdders)? Pay attention below as the Michigan District
Presbyters not only drag out the investigation over 7 weeks, but in the process of that investigation never once speak to the

¢ h u rs eimdining Elders, except to dismiss them as leaders of Gospel Lighthouse.

Sept 13, 2004Mon) ¢ Thea A OK A 3| y 5 ARedassicatioMécording tb Scaukt brief submitted March 31, 2006 by the
Assemblies of God Michigan District, on this date District Superintendent William Leach performs a fax poll vote of the District Executive

Board to reclassify Gospel Lighthouse as a District Supervised Church. Since the relationship between the Assemblies of God and Gospel

Lighthouse is governed by the Constitution and Bylaws of Gospel Lighthouse (see Jan 20 1984 entry above), and not the Constitution

and Bylaws of the Assemblies of God Michigan District, William Leach is out of line in his actions. L estxamine the Constitution of
Gospel Lighthouse (adopted Jan 20, 1984), in order to demonstrate the illegal nature oft h e Mi ¢ h i daigns. Weiwsl éxamine t
the articles dealing with property transfer or removal of leadership:

S

GD2&aLISt [A DKOMDIA $FFAEAFI SR 6AGK GKS | 3aSyatGaspsla 2F D2F
Lighthouse Constitution, 1984 version

So we see the right of governance is reserved to the church, not the Michigan District.

G!'a  YSYOSNI 2ODAGKEKPDEYyBBMESYbREzy I ANBSE (G2XNBO23yAal S (K
Council of the Assemblies of God shall have the right and authority to disapprove doctrine and conduct contrary to

GKS { il GSYSyl 2 T Th€aboyeRdid\i&npivvalbf dotthidzindcdnduct shall be submitted in

gNRAGAYT (G2 GKS tFaG2N+FyR 9f RSNE 2F GKAa laaSvyofte ¢gK2
days from receipt of written notification, no reconciliation can be reached, the Michigan District shall have the

NAIKG G2 NBY2@S Iye +tyR Fff FTNRY J2HSNYAYI NHzAS 2F &l A
who are involved in the support or propagation of such actions.€ ¢ Article Ill, Gospel Lighthouse Constitution, 1984

version

Gospel Lighthouse placed this language in its Constitution to ensure that church members would have recourse in case the Pastor or
Elders were to go against sound doctrine. Weseethatpr i or t o making any move regarding t
Michigan District is required to submit this in writing, and then wait 30 days before taking action. The Michigan District never at any

point in this process submitted written disapproval of doctrine or conduct to the church Elders, church body, or Pastor. Yet the Michigan

District Superintendent almost immediately took action to reclassify the church as a District Supervised church.

aLy U Kd&ectbrimfotcur from the tenets of faith as stated within the Statement of Fundamental

TruthsX T NBadzZ GAy3 Ay || oNBSOK ¢gAGK GKS !''aaSyofisSa 2F D2R.
F2ft26SR | a ail S Rrogdura descriped bbbl of sGbin$ingldikappBvalofaotting &d

conduct in writing, and engaging in a 30-day reconciliation period], any portion of the membership subscribing to

and practicing the aforesaid tenets of faith and the Constitution and Bylaws of Gospel Lighthouse and retaining

membership with Gospel Lighthouse, shall retain possession of, and title to, all properties of said church with full

NAIKGa GKSNBG2 | a LINE DA RIMcle XIN Prapeitd Sedticd ., &aspellighthous2 y | y R . &€
Constitution, 1984 version




Note that ALL conditions must be met before the result is enacted. It is not a sufficient condition for (1) a breech to occur with the

Assemblies of God, but additionally there must be (2) a defection from the tenets of faith defined in the Statement of Fundamental

Truths, (3) a letter written disapproving doctrine or conduct, and (4) a 30 day reconciliatory period. Only one of the four necessary

conditions was ever met (a breech with the Assemblies of God, Michigan District).

& L Y evéntktis church shall cease to function for the purposes as declared heretofore in the Articles of its
/| 2yaidAGdziaAz2ys GKSyYyX | FGUGSNILINPGARAY3I F2NJ GKS LI eyvySyid 27
Michigan District of the Assemblies2 ¥  DcGBgRELighthouse Constitution, 1984 version

So the condition that would cause the property to revert to the Assemblies of God is a cessation of church function. Gospel Lighthouse

has never ceased to function, therefore this condition has never been met.

AAAAA

LYy GKS S@Syi 2F OSaaliArzy 2F GKAA OKdIzZNDKZI ¢KS 9f SOGSR
thereafter transfer all properties and any remaining assets to the Michigan District of the Assemblies of God in
accordance with the foreg2 A Y 3 LINE Gdsbodl LigRthpuse®@dnstitution, 1984 version

Note again that the condition for property transfer, the “cessation of .Akomdétethatdnsuthracithation, theva s
decision to transfer the property is to be initiated by and incumbent on the Elected Deacons and the Pastor. It is not the Assemblies of
God's prerogative to initiate/demand/ sue for the property

Sept 16, 2004Thu)¢ Checking the Allegationgill Leach, along with his wife and Jeff Hlavin, meets in his office with the person who
made allegations against Pastor Johnson. Pastor Johnson is not invited, because the person who made the allegations refuses to meet

with Pastor Johnson in attendance. This gives Pastor Johnson no opportunity to defend himself.

Food forthought: Leachdéds decision to meet with Pastor Johnsonds accl
puts Pastor Johnson at a disadvantage. At the following Presbyter Board meeting, it is clear to Pastor Johnson that Leach
and Hlavin believe the allegations against him, and are attempting to portray Pastor Johnson as quilty before the District

Presbyters.

Sept 17, 2004Fri)¢ Pastor Johnson Before theresbyterBoard Pastor Johnson appears before the Presbyter Board of the Assemblies

of God Michigan District. For a large portion of this meeting, Pastor Johnson is asked to step out of the room. When he returns, Pastor
Johnson is asked if he’'d be willing to step down framdn act i\
investigated. It is explained thathei s not being removed from ministry; Pastor J
leave of absence while his actions are investigated. Pastor Johnson complies with this request, and agrees to step down from active

preaching and teaching as an act of faith and good will toward the Michigan District Presbytery. Bill Leach asks Pastor Johnson to hand

over church/personal computers for scanning. Pastor Johnson agrees to hand over the computers. The Board is divided, and several

Michigan District Presbyterssay,” Past or Johnson, you donh ti ntaenrtj etcoc sduwl ‘ttHéeaas. ai
Pastor Johnson states that he has nothing to hide. The District Presbyters have in their possessionc o pi es of Gosspel Li
financial statement, provided by the Gospel Lighthouse’s new treasurer. While reviewing these financial statements, several of the

Di strict Pr es byt &eMichisah Ddstrie should How Havg thesifolmatloreitrneeds to clear Pastor Johnson of the 1%

of 3 allegations, the supposed “misappropriation of church

Food for thought: Note Past or Johnsonds ¢ ompstlequastsclLater ani yolhwilltsde dowPaswrtJohnsont 6
is unfairly portrayed as unwilling to submit.

Sept 18 2004(Sat)¢ Computers Scannedhurch/personal computers are handed over to the Assemblies of God Michigan District for
scanning.

Sept19,2004(Sur) ¢ Standin Ministers The AG Michigan District provides a stand-in minister for the Gospel Lighthouse Sunday
morning service. The congregation is given no explanation for the reason Pastor Johnson has been asked to step down. This unexplained




move by the Assemblies of God Michigan District to remove Pastor Johnson from active ministry contains an implication of guilt, and

allows rumors and evil reports to grow unfettered in the church. People are leaving the church. The Assemblies of God Michigan District

does nothing to quell the rumors, unify the growing factions, or restore stability.

Sept 20, 2004Mon) ¢ Michigan District United According to a court brief submitted March 31, 2006 by the AG Michigan District, the
Di st r i ctéréclassifpGospel Lghthouse to District Supervised status is reaffirmed in an Executive Board Meeting of the
Assemblies of God Michigan District.

Sept26, 2004(Sun ¢ Let the Rumors Spreadior the 2™ week in a row, Assemblies of God Michigan District provides a stand-in
minister for the Gospel Lighthouse Sunday morning service. The congregation is given no explanation for the reason Pastor Johnson has

been asked to step down. The implication of guilt grows, and the rumors and evil reports continue to grow unfettered in the church,

which is guickly moving towards a church split. Many people have left the church. The Assemblies of God Michigan District does nothing

to quell the rumors, unify the growing factions, or restore stability.

Oct 1, 2004(Fri)¢ More Evidence Clears Pastor JohnséastorJ o hn s on’ s ma rwrités alatter todhe Michigae District
Presbytery that clears Pastor Johnson of the 2™ allegation, stating that Pastor Johnson is cleared for continued active ministry.

Nevertheless, the Assemblies of God Michigan District continue to provide stand-in ministers for the following two Sunday services who
say nothing to affirmhkPRagthorwel dlhoms an 'ksn oiwn ntchee dcadg e t he Mi ch
assume it was early the following week (Mon or Tues).

Oct 2, 2004 Sat)¢ YetMore Evidence Clears Pastor Johnstichigan District Presbyter Jeff Hlavin returns church/personal
computers, and tells Pastor Johnson that nothing was found to substantiate the 3™ allegation. They begin to discuss Bible software

afterwards. In the middle of the conversation, Jeff Hlavin turns his back to Pastor Johnson and without saying a word walks away, gets in
his car, and drives off. Pastor Johnson is taken back by HI

Food for thought: Could the lack of goodbyes or even a word to excuse himself be an indication of how Hlavin was viewing
Pastor Johnson at this time? Was Pastor Johnson being treated as guilty until proven innocent?

More food for thought: Why do the Michigan District Presbyters, after discovering that two out of three allegations were false,
not begin to suspect that the person who made the allegations is lying, and that in all likelihood the third allegation is false as

well? Why do they not at this pointrallytothes upport of Pastor Johnson6és integrity?

Oct 3 2004(Sun) ¢ The Michigan Distric® E2 Y SNJ (G Sa t | & dirar b 3WRekkyng oy, Xsbemistidd of God Michigan
District provides a stand-in minister for the Gospel Lighthouse Sunday morning service. The congregation is given no explanation for the

reason Pastor Johnson has been asked to step down. The church split grows. Even more people leave the church. The Assemblies of God

Michigan District again does nothing to quell the rumors, unify the growing factions, or restore stability.

That evening, the Assemblies of God Michigan District sends District Presbyters Jeff Hlavin and Norm Muhling to host a special evening

meeting at Gospel Lighthouse. The church’ ®members are present, as are the former church members who have chosen to leave the

church over the past month. Pastor Johnson and the church Elders are also present, as is the former church elder who passed the

allegations on to the Assemblies of God. At the time the meeting is held, the Michigan District has had 4 weeks to interview the former
treasurer to determine if the financial allegationistrue. Th ey have al so had the church’s fina
weeks. They also have evidence in hand clearing Pastor Johnson of the 3™ allegation. Notwithstanding these facts, Norm Muhling

further fuels the rumors and solidifies the church split by stating that Pastor Johnson has been asked to step down from active ministry

because of “serious accusations” a g a i, andthat ah Assemblies of God investigation is ongoing. The accusations are not stated,

leaving it to the imagination. None of the results of the investigation so far are reported. Norm Muhling withholds the information that

the Michigan District possesses that clears Pastor Johnson of the allegations. Instead, Muhling states that the District office has been

receiving phone calls and faxes every day about the allegations. This statement gives weight to the allegations because the church is
small, and if Muhling' s statement is true it woul @leffHagnl v t I
thenpassesoutald-page document titled, “Rul es of staxesthat GospéldghtholBéhast r i ct




been reclassified a District Supervised Church.J e f f Hl avi n expl ains that the church r ec
weekly operations, and gives the impression that this is only a procedural measure as the Michigan District comes alongside the church

to assist in the situation and carry out its investigation. No one at the meeting openly questions the action. For the most part they trust

in the good will of the Michigan District. As the congregation flips through the first few pages, they find harmless-sounding theological

truths, including the Statement of Fundamental Truths (a statement of 16 theological beliefs that defines the Assemblies of God

doctrine). Jeff Hlavin does not mention that buriedonpage13of t he 14 page document is a secti
states,

Gb2GsAGKAG YRAY 3 I y3Adz 3S { AfthéAeSytcDBdafddtdrmids, inkty/soleli K S & S w dzt
and unrestricted discretion, that a church has ceased to be a viable church, or no longer adheres to Assemblies of
God doctrine and practices, then the Presbyter Board shall have the option to take possession of and full title to all
real, personal, intellectual, tangible and intangible, or other property of whatever kind of the church on behalf of
GKS ''a3aSYyoftASa 2F D2RXI aAOKAIAlLY S5AEAGNRAROGXCKS ! &
FdzK2NARG& (2 dzasS 2NJ RAaLkRasS 2F (KS cAIN®liadNIdE |
Michigan District, Rules of Order for District Supervised Churches
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That night after the meeting concludes, as people have a chance to read the Rules of Order for District Supervised Churches, concerned
Elders and members of the congregation point out to Pastor Johnson the Property Rights clause, and request that Pastor Johnson seek

legal counsel.

Food for thought: Why do the Michigan District Presbyters not use this opportunity to heal a volatile church split by declaring

Past or & imrocesce?d\y instead do they fuel the rumors and distrust by telling thecongr e gat i on t hat .
a c c us ahavedeen made against Pastor Johnson? Why do they imply guilt instead of innocence by continuing to

provide stand-in preachers? Why do they not treat Pastor Johnson as innocent until proven guilty? Why do withhold the

information they have in hand clearing Pastor Johnson? The Michigan District Presbytery has known about the allegations for

4 weeks; if they are carrying out an investigation, why have they not interviewed any oft h e ¢ hramamihgéEklers during

this time? Why, under the guise of coming alongside the church to help it, do they introduce the Rules of Order for District
Supervised Churches, which paves the way to arbitrary seizure oft h e ¢ h ur ¢ h W&y apethe Miehigan Pistrict
Presbyters ignoring the clear conditions and boundaries col
circumstances and procedures necessary for property transfer to the Assemblies of God?

More food for thought: Who told the former church members (those who had chosen to leave the church) about the meeting

with the District Presbyters? Was the District regularly communicating with the cadre of those who had left? How were they

able to get in touch with these people, if the church split was not somehow being organized and collectively supported?

Where was the leadership and support for this disunity coming from? Was the Michigan District actually fomenting the church

split in order to oust Pastor Johnson and the elders, and gain contr ol of the church? Ke

Oct 6, 2004 (Wedj Gospel Lighthouse Gets a Lawy@astor Johnson seeks out a Christian corporate lawyer, and finds one whose
father had been an AG minister, and whose 2 uncles are currently AG ministers. Pastor Johnson feels that such a man will be the best

person to fairly review the documents and advise the church properly of its situation. Pastor Johnson gives the lawyer a copy of the
Rules of Order for District Supervised Churches, and a copy of Gosp € | Lighthouse'’ s .Thelawydr plahstiotreado N a n
these documents over and get back with him the following week.

Oct 9, 2004 Sat)¢ Michigan District Property GraiAssemblies of God Michigan District Presbyter Jeff Hlavin meets with Gospel
Li ght hous eFEldsrsanmd®agter lohmdom Iq this meeting, Jeff Hlavin states that the Elders are no longer officers of Gospel
Lighthouse, that his name will be put as signatory on all bank accounts, and that he will be the new president of the Gospel Lighthouse

Corporation. Jeff Hlavin does not ask a single question regarding the allegations or investigation. He does not interview the Elders. He
does not ask for any input, either regarding the invest.i edatsification. Irgtead, hedoguses d i n
on an agenda sheet addressing the items necessary for the corporate transfer of Gospel Lighthouse assets to the Assemblies of God. The

Pastor and Elders say nothing in response, and agree to nothing. Pastor Johnson brings up the fact that nothing had been found on the




computers regarding the 3" allegation, and Jeff Hlavin affirms that this is true. Jeff Hlavin also asks for 3 years of checks from the

General and Building Funds to be provided to him. He finishes his agenda sheet, then leaves. The leadership of Gospel Lighthouse is now

completely convinced that the Michigan District is not acting with integrity. However, they decide to wait until Sunday to see if the
Mi chigan District Wil lnedecl are Pastor Johnson’'s innoce

Food for thought: After 5weeks,thi s i s the Michigan DistthcGo®pebkblfidghWhHysu $ e

does the Michigan District Presbyter not take the opportunity to ask what they may know regarding the allegations? Why
does he arbitrarily dismiss them as leaders of the church, without giving written disapproval of their doctrine/conduct, and
without a 30-day reconciliation period as required by the Gospel Lighthouse Constitution? Why does he not voluntarily share

any information regarding the investigaton? Why i s hi s meeting solely focused on

accounts, and being made president of the Corporation?

Oct 10, 2004Sun)¢ Enough is Enougissemblies of God Michigan District supplies a stand-in preacher for the 4™ week in a row. This
week it is Dave Pace of the District Office. Though it has been a full week since the District Presbyters met with the church body, Dave
S p Byoawthe MichiganDDistrictchas recei ved the |l etter
and therefore has information to clear Pastor Johnson on all charges. Instead of clearing Pastor Johnson of the untrue allegations, the

makes no mention of the investigatio n

Assemblies of God Michigan District continues to withhold this information, allowing the allegations to run rampant, and the

investigation, now in its 6" week, to drag on. By now, the damage is done. The church split is mostly complete, with half the

congregation having departed, despite sermons preached in June 2004 about the dangers of believing an evil report.

The church Elders and Pastor Johnson are now fully convinced that the Assemblies of God Michigan District is not acting in good faith.

f

C

r

Speaking that week with their Christian lawyer, they are in for a greater shock. The lawyer has reviewed Go s p e | Lighthous
Constitution and Bylaws and the Michi gan .Ibthesdinion ofthislaswyerihbolise s

the son of an AG minister, this is a hostile corporate takeover by the Assemblies of God, and is illegal. He says that usually he will not

takeonsuchacase,buth e bel i eves that Gospel Li ght h angunent, snd ifGuedtisey wiodldu t i
likely win in a court of law. After 6 weeks of full and willing submittal to the Michigan District] e ad er s h i p Eldert andePastorh u r
Johnson decide they wil | abwemndateempteetokeoget b mi t t o the District

Oct 16, 2004Sat)¢ PlansFor Disaffiliation In accordance with the protocol set by the Constitution and Bylaws of Gospel Lighthouse,
notice is sent of a special business meeting to be held Monday, October 25, 2004, to vote on a proposed amendment to remove all
references to the Assemblies of God from Gospel Lighthouse Constitution and Bylaws. The notice is signed by Pastor Johnson and the
remaining Elders. The Gospel Lighthouse Constitution allows for such action:

OThis Constitution may be amended by a two-thirds vote of the committed body in attendance at any reqular or
special meeting called for that purpose, according to Article IX, Section 3, provided due notice of such proposed
change shall have been made at all the services on at least two consecutive Sundays immediately prior to the time
2F & dzOK ¢¥dsp8 lightifodseGonstitution, 1984 version

Food for thought: Ironically, the Assemblies of God legal briefs will attempt to convince Michigan courts that the condition of
it wo weeksO notoircet hwass snpoetc inaelt bfusi ness meeting. But the
consecut i v.erhegfone thecpraliion was met because two consecutive Sundays (Oct 17 and Oct 24) preceded the
special business meeting on Monday Oct 25.

Oct 17, 2004Sun)c No More AbuseGospelL i ght hous e r ef us a&tsnd-ih mreached (Didtrict stdffiméndber Ree Jefk ' s

Kennedy) sent by the Assemblies of God Michigan District. This has been the 5" week in a row they have sent a stand-in preacher,

(o]

c

(

r
(

o

without a single word regar di,orgsinglelwerd ekonevating Pastog@hsan.dastor sohngom 0 g r e ¢

returns to the pulpit. He explains to the congregation the Michig a n  Di st r ieethe'pst 7 @eeks, and states hio intent to have
nothing more to do with them. Announcement is made of the special business meeting on Oct 25 to vote on removing Gospel
Lighthouse from affiliation with the Assemblies of God. Pastor Johnson states that if the committed body membership votes to remain
with the Assemblies of God and choose another Pastor, he will submit to that decision and move on.



October 23, 2004 (Sat) Church Members Fight Back financial statement given to the Michigan District over a month ago (Sept 17)
should have been sufficient to clear Pastor Johnson of financial allegations. Still, in light of Michigan District Presbyter Jeff Hlavin * s
request for 3 years of cleared checks, Pastor Johnson wants this issue put to rest. So he invites a committee of financially competent
committed body member s larkaceouns ([BenerabFund indBuildilg Buhd} diohgside themew treasurer.
The committee examines these accounts as far back as records allow, relying on bank statements and canceled checks. The committee
releases the following statement:

4G5S N/ KdzZNODKY hy {Fddz2NRIF&X hOG20SNI HoX wHnnnX I O2YYAGQ
membership met to examine the financial records from the General Fund and the Building Fund of Gospel

[ ASKGK2dzaS® 2SS SEFYAYSR GKS NBO2NRA&XIYR KIFI @S F2dzyR (Kl
church funds. It is our unanimous decision that all charges against Pastor Bobby Johnson regarding any

misappropriation of church funds are totally false.€

After Gospel Lighthouse is sued by the Assemblies faf God, (

Oct 25, 2004Mon) ¢ Goodbye, Assemblies of Go@Bospel Lighthous e * s r emai ni ng member s, disgust
Assemblies of God Michigan District leadership, meet to vote on the removal of all references to the Assemblies of God in the church’s
Constitution and Bylaws. Two Presbyters from the Assemblies of God Michigan District attempt to crash the meeting, though they were

not invited. They exchange words with Gospel Lighthouse’ lawyer outside the building, stating that the church’s actions are illegal. The
church’s lawyer advises the District Presbyters to be careful what they say, because what their actions are illegal (reclassifying Gospel
Lighthouse in violation of its Constituti on assetdandpyopestyWwFhe an (
Michigan District Presbytersleaveand t he meeti ng pr oc e e dsunanifBonsty pote to rendvetherhsbhvesu s e ' ¢
from affiliation with the Assemblies of God. The Statement of Fundamental Truths (upon which Gospel Lighthouse and the Assemblies

of God still agree) remain unchanged in the church Bylaws. Updated Articles of Incorporation are filed with the State of Michigan 2 days

later.

Oct 26, 2004 (Tue) General SecretarseorgeO. Wood Backs Michigan DistricAccording to a Michigan District court brief, at this
tmeGeorge O. Wood, Gener al Secretary of the General Couyncil
the Michigan District of the Assemblies of God,” in regards to the reclassification of Gospel Lighthouse.

Food for thought: The unjust persecution of Gospel Lighthouse now has the official backing of the General Council of the
Assemblies of God at the national level. One can only imagine how the story has been misrepresented by the Michigan
District. Further below you will see how George Wood, based on what he has heard about the situation from the Michigan
District, dismisses a personal appeal from Pastor Johnsontoh ear Go s p el ssidé ajthestoy.u s e 6

SideNote: At some point in late October 2004, Pastor Johnson receives secondhand information from the person who made the
allegations against him that the Assemblies of God Michigan Districtcc o u |l d n’ t  iyGdspefLighthause vanted to leave the
Assemblies of God, because they were going to clear Pastor Johnson of all the allegations against him.

Jun14, 2005:0n behalf of the Assemblies of God Michigan District, Superintendent William Leach files suit against Gospel Lighthouse
for the church’ groperty.

Food for thought: If the Assemblies of God Michigan District had truly intended to clear Pastor Johnson of the allegations,

why do they now sue f dnrendthéeysupmosed to loeta dservicp orgapizatiorioforthe support of

member churches?Why do t hey ignore the Apostl e Paul s i nj uhWwhati on a2
fault did they find with Pastor Johnson to merit a lawsuit against him and his congregation?

Aug 23, 2005Attorneys for William Leach state that he has agreed to an informal exchange of documents in an effort to resolve the
matter prior to both sides incurring significant costs and attorney fees, and request copies of the governing corporate documents of
Gospel Lighthouse.



Aug 26, 2005Attorneys for Gospel Lighthouse provide written reply to the AG attorneys, and provide the governing corporate
documents of Gospel Lighthouse. The letter points out that the Gospel Lighthouse Constitution and Bylaws specifically reserved the
rights of governance and property ownership to the church itself. The letter also states:

G¢KS A2FSNYAy3a R20dzySyida NS Of SFNWP» ¢KS FFFAEAIGAZ2Y 27F
first twenty (20) years of its existence was voluntary and properly terminated. Further, Gospel Lighthouse has

controlled its own property and affairs free of interference or residual rights of the Assemblies of God since its

organization and continuesto R 2 & Augiist 25, 2005 letter from Gospel Lighthouse attorneys to AG attorneys.

Food for thought: The AG continues on with their lawsuit, without any real effort to fresolve the matterg proving that their
information request was only intended to obtain Gospel Lighthouse documents necessary to write the AG briefings against
the church.

Mar 31, 2006 Court brief is submitted by Michigan District Superintendent William Leach on behalf of Assemblies of God, Michigan

District. We are going to examine in detail the claims made by the Assemblies of God Michigan District in this legal brief. The brief sheds
light on the tactics used to convince the courtsto givethemp 0 s sessi on of Go s p &hebri¢f tcogdinstheo us e’ s
following statement:

dbh2 [/ ha9 -tofked PldinbfR ABSBMBLIES OF GOD, MICHIGAN DISTRICT, by its Superintendent,

WILLIAM F. LEACH, and GOSPEL LIGHTHOUSE ASSEMBLY OF GOD, an Ecclesiastical Corporation, by its District

Supervised Director and President, OTISBUCHANY o6& YR GKNRdzZZIK GKSANI FdGd2NySeaxt¥
Motion for Summary Disposition, state the following:XThat the Gospel Lighthouse is a Michigan ecclesiastical

corporation, is a member of the Assemblies of God and the Michigan District of the Assemblies of God, which is

hierarchical with regard to spiritual matters and polity.€ ¢ March 31, 2006 AG legal brief

Claim #1: AG IS PREZ. William Leach is claiming that District Presbyter Otis Buchan is the president of the Gospel Lighthouse
Corporation.

The Factss WH O’ S T Hhe MRRganD3trict did not follow GospelLig ht hous e’ s ptoeduee {submittirtg wriatena |
disapproval of conduct and waiting 30 days) to make any changes in church leadership. Th er e f or e ,sactiofterepB@de Gobpeli c t
Lighthouse’s | eaders is invalid.

Claim #2: TWO CHURCHES ARE ONE. William Leachcallst he ¢ h upreclh L“'iGohst house Assembly of Go

The Facts: CORPORATION MIX-UP.The  _chur ch’' s name "i(sselah 2B 1984@rary aboke), g Mtoht o U'sGeo s p e | L
Assembly of God”, whi ch i. thismisinforengtiani &t @ nMienldieglan oc o mpad ryatt ihan
relationship with the AG began prior to 1984, which in the eyes of the court might invalidate the restrictive conditions imposed by the

1984 Gospel Lighthouse Constitution and Bylaws.

Claim #3: ASSEMBLIES OF GOD IS HIERARCHICAL. William Leach claims that the Assemblies of God is hierarchical in its structure, which
in Michigan courts of law means that local congregations are completely subservient and subject to the parent organization. William

Leach is claiming before the courts of Michigan that the legal status of the Assemblies of God in Michigan is that of a full-fledged

denomination just like the Presbyterian Church, and consequently local churches are not under self-governance, but under the absolute

rule of the denomination itself.

TheFactss ASSEMBLI ES OF GOD CAMEcdmpldedstbiervidhée of IGoBpaI LighithdisB to Assembly of God would

be in violation of ut®oasadBgaws, Updn gHich ifs relatisnghip o As€erabiies df God is built. Contrast

William L e a ¢ h ' that the IAssembittes of God is hierarchical with his statement to Pastor Jeffrey Whittakerthat® OQur act i ons
show we are not moving teeef dlaih d 4nAsdctnbadtithiedeta@hlicdl caim Wit the

following AG claims, including interviews with Thomas Trask while he was still the AG CEO:
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"In keeping with the original intention of the founding body, the Assemblies of God is considered a cooperative
fellowship instead of a denomination. As a result the national headquarters operation exists primarily as a service
organizatA 2 YQRAOG website, Structure of the Assemblies of God

Food for thought: Here the AG acknowledges their founder& original intent, to not be a hierarchical denomination, but rather
a cooperative fellowship. So why does the AG lawsuit now claim they are hierarchical?

"I also believe the Lord is pleased by our renewed focus on the local church. It would be easy to follow the path
taken by others and become a hierarchical denomination, but we have to realize that one of the reasons God has
blessed this Fellowship is it has given priority to serving the ministries of the local churchXThe Assemblies of God
has an army of wonderful, dedicated, godly ministers who are, frankly, more interested in relationships than they
are organizational structure. So, it's important for us to look at how we function at the national, district, and
sectional levels...God raised up the Assemblies of God to be a movementC_Qot a denomination. Our founding
fathers never intended for this church to become a denominationXThe Assemblies of God must continue to be a
FellowshipC_Qq Fellowship that embraces men and women of vision and allows them opportunity to follow the
leading of the Spirit." - Thomas Trask interviewed, from Where Is The Spirit Leading The Assemblies of God?

Food for thought: I n cl ai mi ng t h atbyofthers andbecorheda hierarchieah sy t o f ol
denominati ono, iisplyihgthaflthedseenbliesTof @od ik not a hierarchical denomination? If the AG is to be

a fellowship that allows ministers to follow the leading of the Spirit, then why does it persecute ministers and churches that

the Spirit leads to disaffiliate with the Assemblies of God?

Externally, we were created as a fellowship. There are many who call us a denomination, but there is a world of
difference. A denomination, as it ages, becomes more restrictive. It puts in place policies, practices and

LINE OSRdzNBax! FStt2gakKALI Aa | NBfSIFIaAy3a F3aSyodeod 2S5 I NB
place practices, procedures, and policies that have become more restrictive. | believe, for the 21st century, the
OKdzNOK ySSRa G2 o6S I NBtSraAy3d [ 3SyOeXx. dziz dzZf GAYIGStex

denomination or fellowship. It is about the kingdom of God. This church was raised up by God to serve the
kingdom of God. Not to serve a fellowship. Not to serve a denomination." - Thomas Trask interviewed, from Q&A:
Interview with Tom Trask

Amen, Brother Trask. If only Gospel Lighthouse were free to serve the kingdom of God instead of the hierarchical Assemblies
of God denomination.

Claim #4: GOSPEL LIGHTHOUSE ADMITS THEY ARE UNCONDITIONALLY A PART OF ASSEMBLIES OF GOD.

GXGKS D2aLISt [AIKGK2dza S [/ 2y awihdptodzidnk: 2. Yhatlitsymembers2 £ || 6 a X O2 y i I A
recognize themselves as a local fellowship of believers and part of the General Council of the Assemblies of God

and of the Michigan District of the Assemblies of God. (Constitution and Bylaws of Gospel LighthouseXPreamble)é

C March 31, 2006 AG legal brief

The Facts: MISQUOTING THE DOCUMENTS. THERE IS A CONDITION.
G5SXR2 KSNBoe NBO23yAl S 2dNESt @Sa a | t20Ft FStt2aKA
Assemblies of God, and of the Michigan District of the Assemblies of God according to the Bylaws of Gospel
LighthouseX €c Preamble, Constitution and Bylaws of Gospel Lighthouse, 1984 version.

Food for thought: Why does the AG Michigan District misquote Gospel Lighthouse®& Preamble by leaving out the conditional
cl ause, Aaccording to t he ARthéydrying to bide thEfactthatGo 4. p eglh t hicgilstelPu s e 6
participation in the AG is governed according to the Bylaws of Gospel Lighthouse?

Claim #5: MICHIGAN DISTRICT CAN CHANGE CHURCH LEADERS.
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http://www.ag.org/top/about/structure.cfm
http://www.vft.ag.org/tt-interview.cfm
http://www.vft.ag.org/vft-interview.pdf
http://www.vft.ag.org/vft-interview.pdf

GXUKS D2allStafrddix2yzaSyR2yetl gax02yidlAy GKS F2tt26Ay3
declaration of voluntary and full cooperative fellowship, it acknowledges the rights and responsibilities of being a

member of the denomination and Michigan Districtand tK S 5 A A G NA Ol Qa NRARIKG G2 F LILRAY D
when certain matters of controversy develop 6 | 2 Yy a G A G dzi A2y | YR . Attitledidc02F D2 A LISt |
March 31, 2006 AG legal brief

The Facts: IGNORING PROCEDURES FOR LEADERSHIP CHANGE.

GThe Michigan District Of The Assemblies of God shall by every possible means seek to correct such disapproval

[disapproval of doctrine or conduct contrary to the Statement of Fundamental Truths (ref. Article Ill 6a)] with said

assembly and if after thirty days from receipt of written notification, no reconciliation can be reached, The

aAOKAIlIY B5Aa0ONAOG aKlFff KFE@S GKS NARAIKG (2 NBY2@9S lye |
right to appoint a representative if no ruling leadership within the assembly can be found supporting doctrine and

conduct as found in the Statement of Fundamental Truths found in Article V. of the Constitution and Bylaws of the

' 34SY0ofASaE 2F D2RX aAOKAIlLY 5AaGNROGET dAsidRmMEKS / 2y aidAid
Constitution and Bylaws of Gospel Lighthouse, 1984 version.

When we examine the full text of the Gospel Lighthouse Constitution and Bylaws, we see that the District has the right to appoint a
ruling representative only if they give written notification of disapproval of doctrine or conduct, and wait 30 days while trying every
possible means to correct the issue. Additionally, after they remove those individuals whose doctrine/conduct was counter to the
Statement of Fundamental Truths, they can only appoint a ruling representative if no ruling leadership remains in the church whose
doctrine/conduct follows the Statement of Fundamental Truths.

Food for thoughtt Wh'y does Wi | legaldbriefiLmepalcyh 6tshat Gospel Li gByldwegivethéd s Con
Michigan District unlimited authority to appoint a ruling representative in Gospel Lighthouse, when a plain reading of the

¢ h u r Ednditsition and Bylaws reveals several conditions as well as an entire procedure that must be followed prior to

such action? Why did the AG Michigan District arbitrarily appoint Otis Buchan as president of Gospel Lighthouse when the
procedure had not been followed? Why did the Michigan District arbitrarily dismiss Gospe | Lighthouswstilis EI de
supported the doctrine and conduct of the Statement of Fundamental Truths? Is the AG brief being honest with the facts?

Claim #6: PROPERTY REVERSION CLAUSE.

GXGKS D2aLISt [AIKGK2dzaS / 2y adA RdAaanye yrayyR X Ot Fegka XiO AW HiAk
church shall cease to function for the purposes declared in its Constitution, all assets shall be transferred to the

Michigan District of the Assembliesof GodC 6 | 2y aAGAGdziA2y |yR . &fl &ic 2F D2alL)St |
t NP LISqWMureh(B1pZ006 AG legal brief

The Facts: IGNORING THE CONDITIONS. This is actually true! But it is completely irrelevant because Gospel Lighthouse has never ceased
to function.

Food for thought: Why does the Assemblies of God Michigan District bring up a completely irrelevant fact in their legal brief?
Is this an attempt to get the courts to overlook the condition (cessation of the church) and only focus on the resulting action
(assets transferring to the Michigan District)?

Claim #7: DEFECTING FROM ASSEMBLIES OF GOD IS DEFECTING FROM THE FAITH.

GXGKS D2aliSt [ AIKGK2dzAS0 I/ Ry alik S d&i 24 (28 Phet MaRaspel NI @aXORY & Y X
Lighthouse Bylaws, in recognition of the supremacy of the Assemblies of God, specifically provide that the article

of Faith as set forth in the Constitution cannot be amended - (Constitution and Bylaws of Gospel

[ A 3K( K2 dza 6 Xneiieht®fES - L L
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& ¢ Kthe @mending of the Constitution, Bylaws and Articles of Incorporation of the Gospel Lighthouse by the
named Defendants on October 25,2004 I & (I y Gl Y2dzy G 2 | GRS FaSstatedh 2y ¢ FNRY
within Article IV of its own Constitution, which requires the transfer of all its property to the Assemblies of God

Michigan District under Article XL L ® €

G2 KAES AGa 2¢y [ 2yadGAilddzZiaAzy FyR .&flga Syl @@SR Ay wmdyn
original Constitution and Bylaws specifically prohibit disaffiliation. (Bhese Bylaws may be amended by a two-thirds

vote of the whole committed © 2 RIBshall be understood that this does not apply to the Article of Faith which

aAdFyRa NB3IINRESaa 2F YIFI22NRGEHQOX/ fSINITeé&s + NB@OGASg 27F 0
Tenets of Faith of the Constitution has, contrary to the provisions of the original Constitution and Bylaws, been

NEadlFriSR o0& RSESGAY3a Ittt NBEFSNBYyOS (2 &KS / KdzNOKQa LX S

¢ March 31, 2006 AG legal brief

The Facts: AG IS FISHING FOR PROOF TEXTS TO JUSTIFY THEIR ACTIONS. We " r e going to examine thehese
Assemblies of God is weaving a single line of logic with theseclaims. Th ey ar e arguing that a prohibi
Constitution and Bylaws against amending the ‘article of Faith’ etep tb acknowledgement of the supremacy of the Assemblies of

God, and that disaffiliation from the Assemblies of God is a defection from the faith of Jesus Christ that is defined in the Statement of
Fundamental Truths. The AG legal brief does correctly quote from Article XllI:

GThis Constitution may be amended by a two-thirds vote of the committed body in attendance at any reqular or
ALISOALE YSSUGAyY3 Otstalfb&urderFodd\NAatithis Hods nat dogdtdzha dstile of Faith,
which stands regardless of majorityH € Article XIll - Amendments, Constitution and Bylaws of Gospel Lighthouse,

1984 version.

So the above provision allows Gospel Lighthouse the authority to amend anything in its Constitution, except for the “article of Faith”.
What does the article of Faithsay?| t * s a c t u aThibiywhererthle lieterofothe Bw and the spirit of the law (its intent) need
to be analyzed. If we go by the strict letter of the law, there is no article in the Gospel Lighthouse Constitution or Bylaws that is titled
“FaiStoh"t.he “articl e o0Andthegein &nlisthe nsatten Bubldokin a thefsgritiafi tte.law, we can examine the
question further.

Food for thought: What was the intent of this provision in Article XIII? Was it intended to prevent secession from a religious
organization, or to prevent abandonment of theological doctrines in case the Pastor no longer adhered to spiritual truth? Is it
possible to maintain loyalty to the doctrines of the AG Statement of Fundamental Beliefs without being a part of the
Assemblies of God? Did the Assemblies of God define these truths, or were these truths defined by Jesus and his Apostles,
and are only being confirmed in the AG Statement of Fundamental Beliefs? What is the ultimate spiritual authority T Jesus
and his Apostles, or the Assemblies of God religious organization?

The AG legal brief attempts to equatet h e “ ar t iteah&ticloifn FG&a st phe’l Li ght hous eitled” ToOmestt 9 1
Faith”, whfolowing:st ates th

G¢KAA laasSvyofe |O00SLIia GKS 12t& {ONRLIIdz2NBA a GKS NB@S
and for the purpose of maintaining general unity, adopts the Statement of Fundamental Truths of The General

Council of the Assemblies of God.€ C Article IV C Tenets of Faith, Constitution and Bylaws of Gospel Lighthouse,

1984 version.

So the ‘Tenets of Faith’ article tells us that the standards of faith for Gospel Lighthouse are the Bible and the AG Statement of

Fundamental Truths. Articlelll6co f Go s p el Lighthouse’ s ConheAGStatenterita Fundamerdal By | a w
Truthsar e | ocated not only in the Michigan Di LdnstitutiortandBybawsgstei t ut i
“The F adecchis #5 above).

The Statement of Fundamental Truths consists of 16 statements of theological doctrine and conduct, none of which is dependent on
continued affiliation with the AG. The fact that the Statement of Fundamental Truths is articulated in the AG Constitution and Bylaws
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does not give their religious organization absolute authority over every local congregation that agrees with these theological truths. Yet

that is exactly what the Michigan District is claiming. They are stating that leaving the Assemblies of God equates to leaving the faith

that the Assemblies of God espouses. They do not consider the possibility that a church may leave over issues of religious polity or

mistreatment, while still maintaining agreement in doctrine and belief. They do not consider that the Statement of Fundamental Truths
remains in Gospel Lighthouse’s Bylaws to this day.

The Gospel Lighthouse Constitution and Bylaws were amended in 2004 to remove all references to the Assemblies of God, including in
the artienet & iafl edai“tTh”

=

CKAA FaaSvyofte | O0OSLIia GKS 1 2tfe& {ONARLIidzNB&a Fa (GKS NBGSI
G Article Il ¢ Tenets of Faith, Constitution and Bylaws of Gospel Lighthouse, 2004 version.
So does the removal of references to the Assemblies of Godreally OK I y 38 ¢ KIF G D2alJSf [AIKIEK2vwWzaS 065

Let’s give the AG the benefit of the doubt and assume that Article IV ‘Tenets of Faith’ is what Article XIll means by the ‘article of Faith.’
This changes nothing, because the Statement of Fundamental Truths is contained, word for word, in both the 1984 and 2004 versions of

the Gospel Lighthouse Bylaws. Gospel Lighthouse has made no amendment to what it believes. Only GospelLi ght hous e’ s r ¢

the Assemblies of God organization has been amended. The Michigan District is attempting to win on a technicality, claiming that

Gospel Lighthouse defected from the faith, and therefore the reversion clause should be activated, awardingthec hur c h’ sto pr o

the Assemblies of God. Gospel Lighthouse has never defected from its faith, and still maintains and practices all 16 of the Fundamental
Truths to this day.

Food for thought: Looking back at claim #7, the AG Michigan District alleges that Gospel Lighthousei s r ecogni zi ng
supremacy of the Assemblies of Godo. I't is clear from,nothe ¢
AG beliefs. Review articles Xl and IV above from the Constitution and Bylaws of Gospel Lighthouse. Can you find a

statement in either article that recognizes that the Assemblies of God organization is supreme over Gospel Lighthouse?

Claim#8:CHURCH DI DN’ T APPEAL RECLASSI FI CATI ON.

GThat the Districi | 2 dzy OAt . @f I 6aXLINBDPARSAE Ay NBfSOIyd LI NIY Wy
FLIISEE SR (G2 GKS tNBaoedidSNE . 2FNR +Fi AdGa sidMatten NB 3 dzf | NI &
Gospel Lighthouse elected not to appeal the decisioncl- 3 A A F@ Ay 3 AlG | a | &SMaghBNR OG { dzLIS N

2006 AG legal brief

Food for thought: Why should the church appeal a decision that was made in accordance with Michigan District Bylaws,

when the church operates according to its own Constitutonan d Byl aws, and the Districtos r e
churchds Constitution and Byl aws? Why should the church adc¢
to a District action that is not binding on the church?

Claim #9: SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE PREVENTS COURT FROM INTERFERING IN ASSEMBLIES OF GOD TAKEOVER.
OThat, pursuant to the First and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution, and Article I, Section 4

of the Michigan Constitution, the action of the Michigan District of the Assemblies of God declaring the Gospel
Lighthouse a District Supervised Church is not reviewable by a secular Court.€ ¢ March 31, 2006 AG legal brief

Food for thought: What is the intent of this claim? Isnd this like a bully beating up an innocent kid, and telling passes-by,

fmove along, this is none of your business®? Thisclaim, al ong wi th Bi | | Leachdéds claim th
hierarchical, is the one that wins the day for the Assemblies of God, and allows them to steal the church property of Gospel
Lighthouse while getting the courts to turn a blind eye to the injustice.

Claim#10:CHURCH'™ S HI STORY.
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da L{¢hw, hC ¢19 Dh{t9[] [LDI¢Ih!{9Xhy 5SOSYOSNI HTI wmMpcy:?
voluntary application to the Executive Presbytery of the Michigan District Council of the Assemblies of God for
official recognition as a dependent assembly.€ ¢ March 31, 2006 AG legal brief

The Facts: WRONGCHURCH.Consi dering the fact that ®“Gospel Lighthouse Acs
“Gospel Lighthouse” (see Jan 20, 1984 entry), t h e nfoimationg u e ¢
given has nothing to do wit hSedchim#12belowsviherathe AGres td tik the tdaosppratibns L i ¢
together.

Food for thought: Irrelevant facts are often used in bluffing games.
Claim #11: ASSEMBLIES OF GOD IS HIERARCHICAL, AGAIN.

OThe threshold question is whether or not the Assemblies of God as an ecclesiastical organization is hierarchical in
yIEddaNBod LG Aa GKS 5SFSYyRIyGaQ LlarAdAiazy GKFdG | OF NBFd
that of its District, clearly indicates that it is.€ ¢ March 31, 2006 AG legal brief

The Facts: We ' r e exdminedahd issue of hierarchical vs. congregational. Bill Leach is clearly claiming that the Assemblies of God is
hierarchical, despite the extensive history of the AG organization pointing out that it never was hierarchical (until it suited their agenda).

Claim #12: YOU HAVE NO CHOICE, COMRADE.

00n Page 25 of the Assemblies of God Michigan District Yearbook, there is set forth the following statement:

211 ¢ L{ Wxh[!Db¢!w, / hhdDiwlzeil+NE OB LIS NIIUA2XI YSIya (KL
free will, decides to become a cooperating member of the Assemblies of God, this cooperation becomes obligatory
andnotoptionalX L G A& SEIFOGfte GKA& (el 2F FFFAELAILIGAZ2Y 6KAOK
ultimately granted on October m X M doldpah S1£2006 AG legal brief

The Facts: ASSEMBLIES OF GOD CHANGED DEFINITION TO TRAP MEMBER CHURCHES. Ther e i s a typo in the /
was exactly this type of affiliatieyn mehaincth ttoh es afys s“‘e.nvbhiicehs Q
sought.” This is clear by the context, where they adtoghel i nki
Gospel Lighthouse corporation which was granted Autonomous Church status in 1992. But the important fact to point out is that the

Michigan District is claimingthatin1968, t he def i niti on of “voluntary cooperative
cooperation becomes obligatory and not optional. ”

—

Food forthoughtt Ask t he Michigan District when this definition of
Yearbook. Hint: It was well after 1984. And when did the AG General Council adopt this definition? It was at the 2005

General Council in Denver, 2 months after this legal brief was written. And yet the AG has the audacity to argue in court that
Gospel Lighthouse in 1984 intended that its affiliation with the Assembliesof Godbe based on a deévenin t i
existence at the time. How corrupt can we get here?

Claim #13: EXAMPLES OF ASSEMBLIES OF GOD SUPREMALCY.

oX I-careful review of the Constitution and Bylaws of the Gospel Lighthouse clearly supports the proposition that it
has at all times LINKA 2 NJ 12 G KS 5S8SFSyRI Y lirécnized®hé shpReidty ofthe Gehetali 2 6 SNJ Hp =
Council of the Assemblies of God and the Michigan DistrictXé ¢ March 31, 2006 AG legal brief

Claim #13-1: AG IS IN GOSPEL LIGHTHOUSE’S PREAMBLE!
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Gt w9l a. [ 9X6SXR2 KSNBoe& NBO23IYyAT S 2dzNBSiFWGanerdl & | 20 f
Council of the Assemblies of God, and of the Michigan District of the Assemblies of God according to the Bylaws of

D2aL)St [AIKIK2dzaSXo/ 2yadGAddziAzy FyR . &fMareh®1, D06 (KS D2 4L
AG legal brief

The Facts: ASSEMBLIES OF GOD HOPES THE COURT IS BLIND. In an incredible move, this time the AG Michigan District accurately quotes

the Gospel Lighthouse preambl e, | eaving in the cl auBeein“acc
their brief (see claim #4 above). But they are apparently hoping the courts overlook this conditional clause that modifies the preceding

words, they seem to be making an argument that naming the Assemblies of God in your Constitution and Bylaws gives them supreme

authority overyour church. Apparently, being a “part” of rdghtstcethattentity;evenmighsns t
expressly reserved to yourself (such as self-government and property ownership).

Food for thought: fif you tell a lie big enough and keep repeating it, people will eventually come to believe it.0lt worked for the
Nazis; maybe it will work for the Assemblies of God, too.

Claim #13-2: GOSPEL LIGHTHOUSE IS PLEDGED TO ITS AG RESPONSIBILITIES.

G!'we¢L/[9 LLL® !'CCL[L!¢Lhb !'b5 wO[!¢Lhb{IlLtd® ¢KAA aasSy
fellowship with all other churches that are affiliated with the Assemblies of God, Michigan District, with

headquarters in Dearborn, Michigan, and The General Council of the Assemblies of God, with headquarters in

Springfield, Missouri; and shares in the privileges and assumes the responsibilities enjoined through this

cooperation. (Emphasis added)é ¢ March 31, 2006 AG legal brief, quoting Gospel Lighthouse Constitution and

Bylaws.

The Facts: RESPONSIBILITIES HAVE LIMITATIONS. Just as marital responsibility to a spouse is only valid while the spouse is alive, and just

as an employee’s obligations t o Radndgoeehorpel sotyoehe resdoasibilitiosbfalacplp | y @
church to the Assemblies of God have limits. In 1984, there was no article in the Assemblies of God Constitution and Bylaws that

required unquestioned obedience of a local church to an abusive District Presbytery. As we have pointed out before, the relationship

between AG and Gospel Lighthouse is tempered by the limitations and conditions contained in Gospel Lighthouse’s Constitution and

Bylaws. Hence, the responsibilities of Gospel Lighthousear e not def i ned bappro@&hwherebyghe Michigka k e s 1 i
District forces its Constitution and Bylaws onto the local church.

Food for thought: What version of the Assemblies of God Constitution and Bylaws was in effect when Gospel Lighthouse
incorporated in 1984? What was the definition of voluntary cooperative fellowship in 1984? What aboutt he Mi chi gan
responsibilities in this r el étoinmmrs hihp? tArremst toft hGeoys pred s pLd mgshi
Bylaws? Re member that Article 111 of Gospel Li ght houst@ggquot€ipisnn st i
the section that defines the procedure for removing church leadership; a procedure that the Michigan District completely

ignored (see Sept 13, 2004 entry above).

Claim #13-3: PROPERTY REVERSION CLAUSES EQUALS AG SUPREMACY.

Gin addition to the above, a careful review of Article VIl supports the proposition that the members of the Gospel
Lighthouse who drafted this constitution recognized the supremacy of the General Assembly and Michigan District
by providing for the following: a. Making sure that members of the Congregation who elected to leave the
Assemblies of God could not take the property with them; b. Provided for the transfer of all property to the
Michigan District in the event the church ceased to function for the purposes declared in its Constitution; and c.
Transfer of all property to the Michigan District in the event that the church ceased to exist® € March 31, 2006 AG
legal brief
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The Facts: COMPLETE AND UTTER DECEPTION. Property reversion clauses are contingency clauses. They are meant to give rules that
apply only in certain extreme circumstances, si miémandthdtywu a
execute your will when you are still alive, it is ludicrous for the Assemblies of God Michigan District to demand that property reversion

clauses be executed when the conditions for their execution have not been met. Since Gospel Lighthouse has neither ceased to

function, nor ceased to exist, items b. and c. are completely irrelevant in the quote above. What about item a., which seems to convey

the idea that if Gospel Lighthouseleaves t he Assembl i es o fprofeaydwjth therh?éMg already noveted thisdskee t |
Sept 13, 2004 entry above), but it’'s so i mport anheret 'h@gudtig therrelesaet gectibnlofehe Bohel d e C e
Lighthouse Constitution:

& L Y evéntd&fection shall occur from the tenets of faith as stated within the Statement of Fundamental

¢ NXzl fs&tin a breech with the Assemblies of God, Michigan District, and the same procedure has been
F2ft26SR | a ail S Rorogdura & submitting\lsappidiaof doctrine nd @nductinK S
writing, and engaging in a 30-day reconciliatory period], any portion of the membership subscribing to and
practicing the aforesaid tenets of faith and the Constitution and Bylaws of Gospel Lighthouse and retaining
membership with Gospel Lighthouse, shall retain possession of, and title to, all properties of said church with full
rights thereto as provided in its Constitution and Bylaws® € Article XII - Property, Section 2., Gospel Lighthouse
Constitution, 1984 version

So the AG Michigan Districtclaims t hat Go s p #¥84 Cdostitgtibntetswedtsled ts “ member s of the Co
to leave the Assemblies of Go dVvhatabsid-fated ie0A$ youtcam se€abovehitds nqp memliges r t y
who leave the AG who are prohibited from taking the property with them, but rather it is members who defect from the faith contained

in the Statement of Fundamental Truths, and who have been given written disapproval, and have been unable to resolve the issue over

a 30-day reconciliatory period. And even then the property does not revert to the Assemblies of God, but instead remains with Gospel
Lighthouse members who still adhere to the faith. There is nothing here even remotely resembling what the Assemblies of God

Michigan District is claiming.

Food for thought: If the AG did such fa careful review of Article VIloof Gospel Lighthouse& Constitution, theya@ know that
Article VIl has nothing to do with property. It& about church officers. Article Xl deals with property matters. But regardless of
a typo, it should be evident that the AG is resorting to fabrications and distortions of fact. Can you see how the Assemblies of
God Michigan District has abandoned integrity as they present their arguments to the courts of Michigan? The Michigan
District is arguing that any possible area where you touch them is only an example of your complete and unreserved
servitude., Ar rogance doesndt get much greater than this

Claim #14: THE GOSPEL LIGHTHOUSE CASE IS ESSENTIALLY IDENTICAL TO THE GRAFTON ASSEMBLY CASE IN ILLINOIS.

a! OFNBTFdAZ NBGASG 2F GKS LftAy2Aa /2dNI 2F ! LIWISFHfa RSO
[ 20F t | &énsditvtor cdntaide@provisions almost identical to those of the Gospel Lighthouse regarding

its affiliation and disposition of propertyX 4 KS / 2 dzNIi 2F ! LIS £ a F FFANNSR GKS ¢ NA
disposition in favor of the Illinois District Councild | 8 SR _dzLl2y G KS FI OdG GKI G GKS DNI Fii;
provided for a reverter clause in the event the church ceased to function as an Assemblies of God Church. While

iKS D2al)Sf [AIKGK2dzaSQa [/ 2y &l helpdmisiangof a whdle clafy uppbrts S E LI A OA
the proposition that the same result was intended® € March 31, 2006 AG legal brief

The Facts: THE LI ES CONTI NUE. I f “the same result waeusei a1t er
ConstitutionandBylaws. Th e Gr af t on A s eneontdins ayrévedter Gash is dask thelchHurich ceased to function as an
Assembl i es of God c¢ hu n984ConstitlithhrredoeGrmtsRptieet, it chntaigsha tlabhse inicase theshurch ceases to

function for the purposes declared in the Articles of its Constitution, or in the event of cessation of the church altogether (See Sept 13
2004 entry). There is a world of difference between the two.
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Food for thought: The Michigan Districtsay s Gos p el Lighthousebs Constitution Acl e
not, then why do they say it does? Also note that in the case of Grafton Assembly, the lllinois Court of Appeals relied on the

| anguage contained itn otnh ea ncdh WBryd hadwss . C d ms tGotsamue has iinorgdhithie bharch& e 6 s
Constitution and Bylaws in favor of the Michigan Districtd secently modified Constitution and Bylaws. The AG Michigan

District is proving themselves expert storytellers, as they successfully lead the courts to ignore differences and

overemphasize similarities to AG advantage.

Now that the Assemblies of God Michigan District has made its claims, they begin making their requests of the court. This is where the

true goal of this lawsuit is seen:

G21 9W9Chw9 S t f I Defelidhints, RESEMBLEFOF GOP, dACHIGANDISTRICT, by its
{dzZLISNAYGSYRSYy(Gx 2L[[L!a Cd [9! /1 XNBaLISOGlFdA te& NBIdzSai
RSOt I NI { il DefdliBahtdfiSriF rdméving any chattels, fixtures, books and records from the

LINE LIGjetdDéfekdants from the Local Church premises and direct Defendants to deliver all keys to the

PlaintiffsX é¢ March 31, 2006 AG legal brief

At the end of theopatalht’'  $thet adtboabocadmihe al ongside a congr
about restoring the kingdom of God in the lives of dieopl e.
'S not about clearing up false allegations ag

unchurched kids each week. | t

G2 KAt S (KS t-Defenddnts dd Aoticentes? tayfait SidDefendants/Counter-Plaintiffs are as
individuals free to disassociate themselves from the Assemblies of God at any time they choose, they are without
authority to take the property with them® € March 31, 2006 AG legal brief

Contrast this st at sttemnert madeitdPéstorVéffreylWhitaaker (deecJam £12008 entry below), stating that
the Michigan Distaedt bée hbBght abfvagsscomrgpegati on t o itstcontdxt aw f
implies thatthe Michi gan Di st r iawtthdrawingicbngregatidn fosthei property.

LYy Ntk Septémber 20, 2004 Minutes of the Executive Board, it is clear that the allegations against
Defendant Johnson were sufficiently serious to cause the Michigan District not only to place the church on a

District Supervised status, but also to remove Defendant Johnson from the pulpit during the course of the
investigation® € March 31, 2006 AG legal brief

Recall (in the Sept 13, 2004 entry above) that the Assemblies of God Michigan District never had the authority to unilaterally declare
Gospel Lighthouse to be a District Supervised Status church, nor to remove any from leadership of Gospel Lighthouse without following
the procedure prescribed in the Gospel Lighthouse Constitution and Bylaws.

Food for thought: If the allegations were that serious, then why did the Assemblies of God Michigan District not give a greater
level of attention to the investigation, instead letting it drag on for 7+ weeks? Why did they withhold relevant information that
had been discovered T information that could have healed the breach in the congregation? Actions speak louder than words.

G! {SOdzZf F NJ / 2dz2NIl A& $AGK2dzi | dziK2NRGe G2 O2YLISt tFadz2N
organization to which he chooses not to belong. He, of course, has the right to form his own church. However, he

should not be permitted to do so within the four walls of a building on a parcel of property that has been
purchased and maintained by the tithes and offerings of loyal Assemblies of God members for the past 22 years® &
¢ March 31, 2006 AG legal brief

Here the Assemblies of God Michigan District has the gall to imply that Pastor Johnson would not participate in the investigative

process, when he submitted to the investigation for 6 weeks as he helplessly watched the church split in two. During this time, the

Assemblies of God Michigan District completely stalled the investigation, instead focusing its time and efforts on obtaining control of

church assets. Such an investigation should have taken 2 to 3 weeks at most had it been given proper priority. Even after dragging their

feet on the investigation, the Michigan District had discovered enough information to acquit, yet refused to do so.
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Second, it is worthy to note that the Gospel Lighthouse church property was indeed purchased and maintained by the church members.
Neither the Michigan District nor the General Council of the Assemblies of God paidevena penny f or the proper
upkeep. Yet William Leach paints the picture of a situation that does not exist. Under the pretext of attempting to preserve the property

for loyal AG members, his legal brief implies that a rift exists between Pastor Johnson and members of his congregation who supposedly
are not in agreement with Pastor Johnson’ s d e cldave theoAG. But the fact is that the church members chose unanimously to
break their affiliation with the Assemblies of God. The Assemblies of God is denying the actions and will of an entire congregation.

Aug 9, 200& Michigan Trial Court Says Gospel Lighthouse Keeps Its Praperytrial court releases its Opinion and Order, ruling in
favor of Gospel Lighthouse, correctly arguing that Article XllI, Section 2 of the Gospel Lighthouse Constitution creates an express trust
whereby Gospel Lighthouse is the legal owner of its property.

LY O Ki&fectridimNobcur from the tenets of faith as stated within the Statement of Fundamental Truths
found in Article V. of the Constitution and Bylaws of the Assemblies of God Michigan District, resulting in a breech
with the Assemblies of God, Michigan District, and the same procedure has been followed as stated within Article
Ill, 6. a, b, and c, any portion of the membership subscribing to and practicing the aforesaid tenets of faith and the

Constitution and Bylaws of Gospel Lighthouse and retaining membership with Gospel Lighthouse, shall retain

possession of, and title to, all properties of said church with full rights thereto as provided in its Constitution and

Bylaws® € Article Xil - Property, Section 2., Gospel Lighthouse Constitution, 1984 version

Oct 10, 2006c AG Continues Persecution With Appedlot content with the damage they have already done, the Assemblies of God
Michigan District continues to persecute Go s p e | Lighthouse by appeal i nguretofttecatebyimal ¢
year and a half.

Food for thoughtt Why does the Assemblies of God Mi chiWhaisthdrimetiverta ct ar
pursue their legal attack on Gospel Lighthouse? Is this an attempt to further spread the kingdom of God on the earth and
fulfilChri st s commi ssion to make disciples?

Jul 2007 Court of Appeals Reverses and Remaritise Michigan Court of Appeals reverses the lower court's decision, claiming that
Gospel Lighthouse’s Constitution does sedihgthe tase batkdowatolowerxoort e s ¢
to determine if AG is hierarchical.

Aug 2007¢ GeorgeWood Moves UpGeorge Wood is elected Chief Executive Officer (General Superintendent) of the Assemblies of
God.

Nov 2007¢ Pastor Johson Appeals to George Wood, General SuperintendePdstor Johnson writes a personal letter of appeal to Dr.
George Wood,nowGener al Superintendent of the Assemblies of God. I
disrespect that Michigan District Superintendent Bill Leach has shown him and his church. Pastor Johnson points out that there is

another side to the story, and asks for a face-to-face audience with Dr. Wood to explain his situation, so that Dr. Wood might intervene.

He offers to fly to Springfield, or to fly Dr. Wood to Warren for the meeting.

Nov 8, 200% 5 NX» 2 ReRifd:OrdWood responds to the request foraface-tof ace meeting to hear Past
story. In his letter he writes:

a5 S| N L Q@ Sudy@dadNduiletter more than once. Looking back, | wish you had followed the
appropriate General Council and District Council Bylaws that have brought appropriate oversight to the church in

the initial stages of what happened. But, you denied the district official their rightful place in entering your church

and you held a meeting to disaffiliate the church in violation of the district and General Council Bylaws, and

perhaps in violation of your own church bylaws in giving fair notice to all members ofa Ol £ £ SR Y S S A yao {23

think this can be undone unless you were willing to go to the district and in a spirit of humility submit to what the
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district has requested® € Letter from Assemblies of God General Superintendent George Wood to Pastor Bobby
Johnson, Nov 8 2007

Dr. Wood's letter implies that Pastor Johnson did not submit to district oversight. But the truth is that Pastor Johnson had cooperated

with the Michigan District for 6 weeks (see Oct 10, 2004 entry). Not e t hat Dr . Wood gives a singl e
submit to the Michigan District’s | eadershi p. Butictldadersh ¢ 0 n
may be improper, biased, vindictive, or unhealthy.

Food for thought: It is obvious that Dr. Wood has believed the Michigan District& account of the situation, and is not willing to

hear the other side of the story. Note how Dr . Waafitiatebmay n g s
not have given fair notice. This information came from the Michigan District, who included this accusation in their court briefs.
We have already showedt hat the meeting to vote on Gospel Lighthouseos

Bylaws (see Oct 16, 2004 entry).

More food for thought: What does this letter reveal about the ability of local churches to appeal to a higher authority in case of
District abuse? If the highest level of managers blindly back middle management, then middle management is no longer
accountable, and is out of control.

Nov 28, 200%, The Story of Another ChurclRastor Jeffrey Whittaker of Michiana Christian Embassy in Niles, MI, who served five years
(2000-2005) as a Sectional Presbyter for the Assemblies of God Michigan District, informs Michigan District Superintendent Bill Leach by
letter that Michiana Christian Embassy intends to remove itself from affiliation with the Assemblies of God. The letter references

“significant changes made to the District Bylaws during the Council held in Midland, that saw significant changes to the administrative

structure of the District” This move is prompted by such changes, as well as concerns with the direction of the AG organization. The

letter informs Bill Leach of the date and time of the final congregational vote, and invites him to send District representation to the
meeting, for the purpose of addressing the congregation before the final vote. It should be noted that Pastor Whittaker, due to his time
of service as a Sectional Presbyter, knows District Superintendent William Leach personally.

Dec 4, 200 William Leach Tries To Trump With AG Byla@strict Superintendent Bill Leach, in a telephone conversation with
PastorJeffWhi tt aker states that Pastor Whittaker’'s church, as a
Pastor Whittaker replies in a letter later that day:

G2 KSy @&2dz aidl G§SR G Kdudiassanblyzare btifisubfect th @ef2talfCouncit@yiods/ ydu¥aise

the very essence of one of our main contentions. How can a local church, with its own bylaws legally in place and

declared authoritative by its articles of incorporation, have them simply nullified by another set of bylaws in
{LINAY3IFASER 2NJ CFENX¥Ay3id2y 1 Affad ¢KAa YStya GKIFIG GKS ¢
02aYSGAOT IyR GKIFG SIFEOK aSiG 2F f 20l fgLetted fiol Midhiankd y 203G 62 N
Christian Embassy Pastor Jeffrey Whittaker to Assemblies of God Michigan District Superintendent William Leach,

Dec 4, 2007.

Dec 19, 200% Michiana Christian Embassy Disaffiliates With AXBa special business meeting, a 95% congregational vote of Michiana
Christian Embassy removes Michiana Christian Embassy of Niles, MI from affiliation with the Assemblies of God. Michigan District

Superintendent William Leach is present at the meeting, and is allowed time to address his appeal to the congregation. Despite Bill
Leach’s appeal s, the c ®@urigghicagpaatto tieenhursth®Bill leahsthtes, di saf fi |l i at e.

GKYR AT GKI Q&8 D2RQa 2Aff FT2N)J e2dz (12 fSI 0SX&sSQftt 06S R
Michigan District Superintendent Bill Leach in his address to Michiana Christian Embassy on Dec 19, 2007.

Food for thought: Watch belowa s Bi | | Leach reneges on his statement that N
that o.
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OA few years ago the Michigan District changed our Bylaws to allow the District Superintendent to become
involved in a local church during crisis times. | have the responsibility to meet with the Pastor, the Board, or the

church body, to help resolve issues. | also can temporarily reclassify a church, bringing it under the covering of

District Leaders while health is being restored® € Michigan District Superintendent Bill Leach in his address to
Michiana Christian Embassy on Dec 19, 2007.

Let's think back to the Gatsopseguttokether hstownanssitatiorsand Bybwstinild84) whichGal s p e |
out a specific procedure by which the Michigan Di sillteack t c ol

admits publicly that the Michigan DistrictBylaws wer e changed “a few years ago” to all
crisis times. “A few years ago” cannot be prior tochidng84. TI
which is used as the basis forinvalid at i ng a | o c a l-appoled Comstlitutian and Bylews. iAdalitiosallyyBill Leach is

claiming that he has the power to reclassify a church. Even if that were true, that kind of power in the hands of one man is cause for

concern, as it gives Leach an excuse to sue a local congregation for its property. And perhaps most disturbing of all, Leach claims that
the reclassification of a church is to bring i.t" “under the

Food for thought: Howwas Gospel Lighthousebds health restored by the D

Dec 20, 200¢, Pastor Jeff Resigns Credentiabastor Jeffrey Whittaker writes a letter to Superintendent William Leach, tendering his
resignation as an Assemblies of God credential holder.

Jan 11, 2008 The Right Hand of Disfellowshipichigan District William Leach writes a letter to Pastor Jeffrey Whittaker of Michiana
Christian Embassy in Niles, MI. William Leach writes in his letter to Pastor Whittaker:

GheaAOKAIlLY S5AEAGNRAOG OFyy2id | O0OSLJi &2dzNJ NBaAIYyIlF A2y Lz
GKS O2yaANBIILGAZ2Yy Qa8 gAGKRNI gl f A& OFdzAS F2NJ RAAOALI Ayl N
may request the General Council Credentials Committee that you be dismissed as an Assemblies of God minister. |

'Y OSNE &2 NNE i lbttefronaMicliganDistridh S2iperinténdleét ®ik Leach to Pastor Jeffrey

Whittaker, Jan 11, 2008.

So Bill Leach i s r eignatior, andisgnsteRdiirsptyiogithat Pdktar WHittalkderénas dose somethéng wrong.
However, Pastor Whittaker has followed every procedure within the Constitution and Bylaws of his church, Michiana Christian Embassy.

Food for thought: Beginning to see a pattern here? If Bill Leachis, as he s soattlasithasBometothiso (r ej ec
Pastor Jeffodés resignation, tlemwowladnrd tnghd oal Iddw cR gd ti oirar Wh iatctt
he actually sorry, or is he just disguising unkindness with politeness? What is the purpose of attempting disciplinary action on
someone who has left your organization? Is it love, or spite?

"You have alleged that there are 'disturbing signs of an ever-increasing trend towards full

denominationalism'...Our actions clearly show we are not moving to 'full denominationalism'." - Letter from
Michigan District Superintendent Bill Leach to Pastor Jeffrey Whittaker, Jan 11, 2008.

Food for thought: If the Assemblies of Godis not movingmionadiahbal dsmob, then why di
31, 2006 legal brief against Gospel Lighthouse claim that the Assemblies of God is hierarchical? As William Leach is writing

the statement above to Pastor Whittaker, he must be aware that a year and a half earlier he told the courts of Michigan that

the Assemblies of God is hierarchical.

"I was aware, of course, of your concerns regarding the Denver General Council resolutions. Leaders debate and
disagree regularly without the notion that it is a conversation about leaving the Fellowship." - Letter from
Michigan District Superintendent Bill Leach to Pastor Jeffrey Whittaker, Jan 11, 2008.

21



Food for thought: So here Bill Leach r ef anrhis Mdr 81 2006 legaldriels e mb | |
against Gospel Lighthouse, he claims that the Assemblies of God is a hierarchical ecclesiastical organization (See Mar 31,

2006 entry, Claim#11). Why can6t Wil liam Leach make up his mind? Or doe
tsuits LeachoéPoesrpbeswe® churches with the | anguage of nFell
hierarchy?

"While we have always respected the right of a congregation to withdraw from the Assemblies of God the loss of

fellowship and friendship is a great tragedy. As an ordained Assemblies of God minister your leadership in this

matter contradicts your commitments to our Fellowship that are clearly outlined in the General Council and

District Council constitution and bylaws and is heartbreaking." - Letter from Michigan District Superintendent Bill
Leach to Pastor Jeffrey Whittaker, Jan 11, 2008.

Just as in the case with Gospel Lighthouse, here the Assemblies of God Michigan District sees the situation through glasses colored by

its own recently-changed Constitution and Bylaws, completely ignoring the long-established Constitution and Bylaws of the local church.

Food for thought: If William Leach respected the right of a congregation to withdraw from the Assemblies of God, why did he
choose to sue Gospel Lighthouse 2 %2 years earlier for their property, after the congregation unanimously chose to withdraw
from the Assemblies of God? Why, after Gospel Lighthouse won the lawsuit, did he then choose to appeal the case further?

"l urge you to meet with the Executive Board in a spirit of reconciliation. Even now, the door is open to you and
your congregation." - Letter from Michigan District Superintendent Bill Leach to Pastor Jeffrey Whittaker, Jan 11,
2008.

Food for thought: Doesn ot like &aplea to gedtherclturch back in the fold? And why? For the furtherance of the
kingdom of God, or so that once back in the fold, the Michi
Michiana Christian Embassy and steal their property, too?

Jan B,2008ct  AG2NJ WSTTF / KI f f SBasHoBIéff WhiakeOwKit@si letfefitd Ah Blivhfgays Disirivt Superintendent

Wil liam Leach, actidnsaddthestaigrmentgin his let@rofian 51. In particular, Pastor Whittaker quotes from a

recorded telephone conversation between himself and Leacht hat t ook pl ace prior to Michiana
from AG affiliation. In this conversation, Bill Leach states,

"WSFFF SONBE yv2i( GiNEKSILINPOKEAARLS &Balzf AgAdz2dzid 3 AT & 2 dzXe
going to get any hassle from us." - Michigan District Superintendent Bill Leach during telephone conversation with
Pastor Jeff Whittaker, before Michiana Christian Embassy left the Assemblies of God

Food for thought: Based on William Leaddachdhasa novel defmonaftheai nst
word oOhassl ed,busyhassling Gospelliighthousesschat heds going to | et Mhasy.hi an
Taking someone to court and wrapping them in a 5-year legal battle over their propertyi doesndét t hat f al |l u

of fAhassl ed?
Pastor Whittaker then calls Michigan District Superintendent Bill Leach on the carpet:

"Following our last informational meeting on 11/25/07, our notification letter was sent to the District Office;

posted on 11/28. You knew what direction we were moving in then, and yet you did not arrest my credentials

under the authority of the General Council Bylaws which you now cite as grounds for rejecting my resignation.

lfa23 6K& RARYyQl @&2dz SESNDA&AS @82dzNJ WNBaALRYyaAoAtAlGeQ oe
first heard of our decision back on Thursday, 11/8? Our Official Business meeting was not held for approximately

another six weeks after that; leaving you plenty of time to intervene. | know how the District works; a few calls to

your executive team and Presbyter Board via phone poll, and you could have moved on our Assembly and

WoNRGz7AEf RENI 1 KS O2 @S Ntlis YereatR bbth youk dighiitidndniine for o fa FoB Q

insinuate that you were victimized by an uncooperative pastor and church that rushed deadlines, failed to
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communicate, etc." ¢ Letter from Pastor Jeff Whittaker to Michigan District Superintendent Bill Leach, Jan 15,
2008

Jan 25, 2008 Court Says Assemblies of God is Hierarchigaltching gears back to the Gospel Lighthouse case, The Macomb County,
Michigan trial court finds that the Assemblies of God is hierarchical. This decision means that the property of Gospel Lighthouse belongs

to the Assemblies of God Michigan District. The Michigan District can take over the ownership and leadership of the Gospel Lighthouse

Corporation (or any other Michigan AG church), and the courts will not interfere.

Feb200& D2 & LISt [AIKIK2dzBSQPped¢ dzN) g2 hloWsI® | fa p p €l kase movés backtothe al ¢ o L
Michigan Court of Appeals.

Feb 6, 200& The Empire Strikes BacBack to the story of Pastor Jeff in Niles, MI. The Assemblies of God Michigan District
Superintendent William Leach writes a letter to Pastor Jeff Whittaker of Michiana Christian Embassy, stating:

"A motion prevailed at the Executive Board meeting of the Assemblies of God, Michigan District that we
recommend to the General Council Committee that you be dismissed as an Assemblies of God minister pursuant
to General Council Bylaws, Article X., Section 3., c.." ¢ Letter from Michigan District Superintendent Bill Leach to
Pastor Jeff Whittaker, Feb 6, 2008

Jeff Whittaker points out that this action has horrible implications, because ARTICLE X., SECTION 3., c. states the reason for such
dismissal as:

"Any moral or ethical failure other than sexual misconduct® € ARTICLE X., SECTION 3., ¢ ¢ Assemblies of God
General Council Bylaws.

Jeff Whittaker also aptly points out that there is nothing in the Michigan District or General Council Bylaws that state that an Assemblies

of God credential holder will be charged with moral failure for leading his local church out of the Assemblies of God. Yet here they
subjectively and arbitrarily apply “mor al a PRastor Jeff wasiurderho f a i |
investigation. There had been no charges. Yet he is being recommended for dismissal in a shameful way.

Food for thought: What is the purpose of the Assemblies of God kicking its ministers out the door in the most shameful way
possible, when they choose to voluntarily leave the AG? Is it the love of Jesus Christ, or is it retaliation?

Mar 10, 2008&; The EmpireStands UnitedThe Assemblies of God General Secretary John Palmer writes a letter to Pastor Jeff
Whittaker of Michiana Christian Embassy, dismissing him as an Assemblies of God minister (rather than allowing him to resign).

OThe credential committee of the General Council of the Assemblies of God has received from the Michigan district
council the information concerning your relationship with the Assemblies of God. This included a recommendation
by the presbytery of the district that your name be shown as dismissed from the ministerial list. The General
Council Credential Committee has concurred in the recommendation of the District and will, therefore, show your

name as dismissed from the ministerial list, and also list your name accordingly in the ministers letter. In

conjunction with this action your attention is called to Article X of the General Council Bylaws, which contains

provisions for termination of credential, discipline of member, and appeals. WedS S L)t @ OKSNA &K F2NJ &2 dz
0Saldz 1y26Ay3a GKIFIG y2 RAAOALI AYyS &SS XéodHdsgob!hny G | G GKS
M. Palmer General Secretaryé ¢ Letter from Assemblies of God General Secretary John M. Palmer to Pastor Jeff

Whittaker, Mar 10, 2008

Food for thought: The General Council of the Assemblies of God stands behind their districts, no matter how corrupt,
unreasonable, illogical, or abusive they become. As you will see below, in reality there is no appeal to this process, nor is
there interest by the AG General Council in hearing the other side of the story. These actions of the Assemblies of God
Michigan District and General Council are not the work of God in action. The Assemblies of God is casting aside the
teachings of Christ (to love one another) for the traditions of men (their own Bylaws).
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Mar 28, 2008; The Attempt at AppealPastor Jeff Whittaker writes to the Assemblies of God General Council Executive Presbytery, to
appeal his dismissal, and ask for a statement of the charges against him. In this clear and well-written letter, he reiterates many of the
facts above, as well as the following:

6 dzNBE dzl yi G2 Yé NBOSLIiA2y 2F (KS D38 ydadbtficationdetef OA f | NBERS
informingme oftKk SANJ O2y FANXIF A2y 2F GKS aAOKAIlLY 5Aa0G§NROG O2dzy
2NRFAYSR YAYAAGSNXL Y FalAy3a (KFIG @2dzx GKS DSySNIt /2
using specific language contained in the General and or District Council Bylaws, the exact charges relative to my

role in the departure of Michiana Christian Embassy from affiliation with the Assemblies of God. According to

INIGHAOES Ly {SOGA2Y n3x LI NIFINFLIK R 27F ndféfflatidd ®ithS NI £ / 2 dzy
the General Council of the Assemblies of God is under consideration by an affiliated assembly, the pastor or board

shall invite the district officers to participate in a specially called business meeting for the express purpose of

giving the district officers the opportunity to present the case for continued General Council affiliation. Final

disposition of the matter may then proceed in accordance with the constitution and bylaws of the local church® Q L

O2dzZ Ry Qi KSft hdbgadzitatey tAatithe @cSon of #rminatiriy affiliation is to be initiated by either

the local pastor or board. If this clearly defined action may be initiated (and by extension led) by the local pastor,

how then can that same pastor be justly dismisseR I & KIF @AYy 3 I WYY2NI £ 2NJ SGKAOIFE Tt
f SGOGSNI 2F GKS 061248 n6tappdakdfor 2eifistatdriemt, Qut rathef réqeesting that my

resignation of 12/20/07 be allowed to stand, as well as requesting a precise definition (directly from the General

Council Bylaws) of the charges leveled against me. Article VII, Section 11, paragraph a, subparagraph (2) states

GKFEGY WwSaA3IySR® aAyAaiaSNE ¢gK2 SfSO0 (2 NEVYigdhs,h (KSYasSt
to the district with which they are affiliated. If there is no cause for disciplinary action, their resignation shall

become effective after having been approved by both the district council and General council credentials

committees. Their termination shall be listed in the ministers letter as resigned X L ¥ L KIFI'R NBAAIY SR Ay
escape an embarrassing personal revelation to avoid prosecution on some pending matter, | would completely

dzy RSNREGF YR GKS 5AaidNR O What cyfnke théh o/ foMdtahd adcidednf?QikdlyQa | OG A 2 y & X

leading a local autonomous Assembly in a constitutionally defined and legal procedure, which is not prohibited
I yESKSNE gAGKAY (GKS GSEGE 2F GKS D S Gtk ffom Badr J5fA & G NA OG /
Whittaker to Assemblies of God General Council Executive Presbytery, Mar 28, 2008

Food for thought: Lest it be thought that the Assemblies of God is simply following their own Bylaws over those of local
churches, P a s t o r ntshet fhéit thes AGSsinot avant williagto apideiby its bylaws. Here is a Pastor who has

followed the letter of the both his local church Bylaws, and the Bylaws of both District and General Council. Yet he is

dismissed for taking an action that those Bylaws allow.L o ok at t he Gener al Council és r:esp

Jun 11, 2008: The Assemblies of God Refuses to Ligian:Palmer, General Secretary of the Assemblies of God, chooses to back Bill
Leach and the Michigan District of the Assemb | i es of God, and deny Pastor Jeffrey Wh
rather than being shamefully dismissed:

GAt the most recent meeting of the Executive Presbytery, the following action was taken: A Motion prevailed to

deny the appeal of Jeffrey L. Whittaker that he be allowed to resign rather than be dismissed, based upon his

ethical failure in leading an Assemblies of God church into a decision to pull out of the fellowship. This decision

was made after a great deal of prayerful discussion. In making this decision it was duly noted that you and your

church followed the proper procedures in terminating affiliation with the General Council of the AG (Article VI,

Section 4, d). While you followed proper protocol in how you led the church to disaffiliate, the ethical failure, in
GKS @GASs 2F (GKS DSYSNIf [/ 2dzyOAf [/ NBRSyYGAlfa /2YYAGGESS:
thoughtful opinion of the Executive Presbytery that you acted unethically by helping to disaffiliate a local church

from the AG while you were an AG minister. Thank you for your years of ministry with the AG. | wish you well as

you continue the ministry to which the Lord has called you® € Letter from Assemblies of God General Secretary
John M. Palmer to Pastor Jeffrey Whittaker, Jun 11, 2008
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The import of this letter cannot be overstated:

1. The Assemblies of God at its highest national level considers leaving their organization an unethical decision, even if it is
done in accordance with all the rules made available for doingso.l t ' s one thing to be disap
it’s quite another c Bhé AG at dathahle nationadegsetandslistrictievel iswplacmd itkelf aadats ’
denominationalaut hor ity on t hkeordsame | evel as God’

2. The Assemblies of God Executive Presbytery, after *“a
“t hought f Thisis notm rash dedsior, ar an off-the-cuff comment.

3. The Assemblies of God Executive Presbytery believesthaty ou ar e acting urhet PAIGe & lol "0 i
ministry to which the Lord has calledyou. S0 t hey are positing that it can be

Jull,200&t I &G 2NJ 2 KA GG 1Pasheleif Whithakedpéns his fidallSppedl 86 the Assemblies of God General Presbytery.

XL RSaANB (G2 NBAGSNIGS Yeé o6l1arald ljdSadAazy GKIG KlFa ySg
our beloved movement. Where, within the body of our district or general council bylaws, is it defined as immoral

2NJ dzy SGKAOIE F2NJ I f£20Ff LI &ad2N) gK2 F2fft26a .e&ftl g | NIA
local, autonomous assembly in the act of disaffiliation? | am not asking for a subjective statement of how this

action makes the District and General Council Officials feel, but rather which AG Bylaw makes it illegal, immoral,

and uneli K A @ihgtAgicle X to support your decision for my dismissal is a classic example of circular reasoning.

Article X does not provideaf S| £ SELJX I yvI GA2Y 2F Y& WLffS3ISRQ Y2NIf I YF
category which demands legal definition by a law explicitly describing an act as prohibited; something which the

General Council Bylaws do not do in this case (as opposed to adultery, embezzlement, etc). If you should choose to

sponsor legislation at a future General Council to amend Articles VI or X to include explicit language forbidding

credential holders from leading their local and autonomous churches in a legally defined action, very well; but as

of today there is not one statement within our rules of order that supports this arbitrary, punitive, and libelous

ruling!€ ¢ Letter from Pastor Jeffrey Whittaker to General Presbytery of the Assemblies of God, Jul 1, 2008

Aug 12, 2008; No Explanation, Just a Deaf Hand Pastor Whittaker is Out On His Edrastor Jeff Whittaker receives a letter from
Gener al Secretary John M., Pal mer, stating that the afGtomier al
given.

@ Xtrust you and your family are doing well during this beautiful summer season. | am writing this letter in

response to your appeal of dismissal that was presented to the General Presbytery of The General Council of the

Assemblies of God. The Ministerial Relations Committee prayerfully and carefully examined the information

regarding your appeal. On Monday, August 11,2008, following a presentation by the chairman of the Ministerial

Relations Committee, the General Presbytery voted to uphold the decision of the Executive Presbytery to concur

with the Michigan district to dismiss you as an ordained minister of The General Council of the Assemblies of God.

While | am sure you are disappointed by this decision, | trust you will find strength in knowing that God has called

you to serve Him, and you are doing so in the place He has given you to serve. May you and your family and

YAYAAGNRE O2yiAydzS (2 SELISNR XY G frinkASseniblles@fd0GenafdR o0t Sa a Ay 3
Secretary John M. Palmer to Pastor Jeffrey Whittaker, Aug 12, 2008

Food For Thoughtt Um, excuse me? Youbre praying blessings overtan fu
unethical after all? And where is the explanation of the charges? Whereistheanswer to Jef fds questio
accordance with the AG Bylaws to | abel a perAssdn what dwsn aevi hih
greeting, il trust you and your family a8rémdoumng welil s ddoi n
for the apparently non-apparent fact that you are shamefully dismissing him as an AG minister.

More Food for Thought: What do you think of the AG appeals process now? Consider how the wording of Resolution 12 of
the 2009 Ge ner al Council is predicated on the Afacto that, A Gen e
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Section 1, paragraph e, provides safeguards to a General Council affiliated church from any possible abuse of the

prerogative by a district through an appeal to the Executive Presbytery, and ultimately, the General Presbytery when there is

a question whether or not the assembl Soifth@aappeal pracess is sghosedrtoco p e r
be a safequard for the local church, yet the General and Executive Presbytery blindly side with the District, then what

safequard is left for the local assembly?

Jun 18, 200¢ Michigan Court of Appeals Says Assemblies of God is HierarcilgaMichigan Court of Appeals releases its opinion,
ruling to uphold the circuit court’'s decision, whi churfti’nds
opinion includes from the Assemblies of God Michigan District legal briefs:

G¢KS 2NBFYAT Ay 3 R2 OdzpryvideFurti@rprodf thaBAssanibleskofGadlis i hiebaichicdl N
organization. First, the Michigan5 A & G NA Ol , S Nb 221 SELX FAy&da GKS YSIyay3d 27
G2y 0SS 2yS3s 27F (iideSthdMdonde @ sboperaidy Bembehof the BsseREHdS of God, this

O22LISNY GA2Yy 0S02YSa 2 OMickighh ot DBppdalyUnpubfisBed Opmibdiidn 28y |  ® ¢

2009

Note that this definition of voluntary cooperative fellowship was not adopted by the Assemblies of God until its General Convention in

August 2005, a full two months after the Assemblies of God Michigan District initially brought suit against Gospel Lighthouse. And this

language was, if | remember correctly, not added to the Michigan District Constitution and Bylaws until 2005.

Food for thought: The Assemblies of God Michigan Districtd s d e c i s i othis clhanged defioitiow id their legal briefs

shows a complete lack of integrity. It would be as if you signed a purchase agreement with a car dealer, and then two months

after you signed the contract,t he car deal er unilaterall y c hnesalfditk tb ydurheusec ont r
The Michigan Court of Appeals is holding Gospel Lighthouse to a definition that was not even in existence when the lawsuit

was filed.

Now that the precedent has been set, property reversionclausesi n a | oc al c hur c h’as no@w mdoisint Michigant i o n
Regardless of reverter clauses, the courts will not interfere with the Michigan District of the Assemblies of God if District Superintendent
William Leach arbitrarily decides to downgrade a church to district supervised status, at which time he can force that church to sign over

its assets, including property. And because the AG is now hierarchical instead of congregational, Michigan courts will turn a blind eye to

the injustice, and will not apply civil law to the property dispute. It is outside their jurisdiction, and now William Leach has complete
discretionary control of all assets of AG churches in Michigan. All he needs to do is get an informal telephone vote from the Ml District
presbyters (who will take his word rather than find out the other side of the issue), and you’re a district supervised church without the

right to own your own property, and will be asked to sign over the title.

As you can see from the facts above, the Assemblies of God Presbytery containsasmuchc or r upti on today as th
day. | urge you to band together and demand accountability of AG leadership for their actions. If enough AG churches make a unified
statement, the AG organization will eventually havefromthe | i st
corruption of District and General Council Presbytery. And if you decide to ever disaffiliate from the Assemblies of God, make sure you

do so before the District Presbytery catches wind of your decision, and arbitrarily declares you a District Supervised Church. Though you
won't escape with your goodrtpame, at | east you'l|l keep your
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Goodbye, Gospel Lighthouse.
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Why It Matters To You - Pastor Johnson’s Plight Will Soon Be Your Reality
(Dangers of Proposed Resolutions For The 53" General Council, Aug 4-7, 2009, Orlando, FL)

InJune 200%ft er 25 years of sacrificial ministry in the needy ar
and ministry have been destroyed by the As s davdidfthirewithmmthurého d |
building or capital. This has all been sacrificed so the AG Michigan District would have case precedent for taking over properties of

member churches. Remember, this started with unsubstantiated, untrue allegations. If this could happen to him, it could happen to you.

You have seen above how there is no realistic appead of a |
Presbytery, or the General Superintendent of the Assemblies of God. They unquestioningly side with the actions of their districts. They

have adopted an attitude of hierarchical superiority, even to the point of exalting Assemblies of God Constitution and Bylaws above

Scripture. Actions that can be excused on the basis of their corporate documents give the AG leave to practice situational ethics.

Rather than repent of these practices, the Assemblies of God organization is shifting these practices into high gear. They are learning
what works at the District Level and elevating those practices to the national level. Three of the proposed resolutions for the 53

General Council present grave danger to all AG churches in America. They are Resolutions 12, 13, and 14.

Resolution 1Z; Organizational Assistanc&his resolution, partially sponsored by the Michigan District Presbytery, tries to take the

tried and true method of church control i n Michi gantheatoriecs ot |
above, you've seen how t heDiMitchicganPrxissbtyrtiecrt eBxycluaswes tgoa vaer btil
Supervised” status, which is only one more arbitrar ytiondzisc i S i
that it expands tel e-colpdbofthe General ér Distriat soankilst @ nthe poi nt where the
di scretion” take action to “bring the church under district
(Michigan), and is taking it to the national level. This dastardly resolution also proposes to give the AG authority to revert a church from

Gener al Council status to district affiliated st aetnlbstgivenl f t |
theiract i ons documented in this paper above, doesn’t it scare

Resolution 12 is predicated on the following statements:

G219w9!l {3 ¢KS KAAG2NE 2F Ylyeée DSYSNIf /2dzyOAf OKdzZNOKSa
actions by parishioners, board members, and/or ministers which can result in the departure from the local church
FYR TNRY GKS CcSftf2gakKALI G tFNBS o0& aidlofS LI adiz2NBZ YS

Food for thought: Unhealthy actions by parishioners, board members, and ministers? What about unhealthy actions by AG
Presbyters??? When are these folks going to take responsibility for their own actions?

G219w9!l {2 ¢KS GSN¥Y W2NHIYATIGA2yL+t lFaaAradalyOoSQ OFly 068§
implications, especiallyini A YSa4 2F KSAIKIESYSR O2yFtA0GX RA&AGNBaaz I yR

Food for thought: Dondt you mean, fespecially considering t

G219w9!l {x I SrHftGaKe AYOGSNBSyl(AZ2Y fromthelotalShurthindyloid®eO i Ay NI & L.
I OKAS@SRI Ay Yirye OFaSaz AT GKS RAAGNAROG fSHFRSNAKAL KU

Food for thought: There is a flip side to empowerment of district leadership. It not only enables healthy intervention, it enables
unhindered abuse. Especially when there is no realistic appeal from this abuse.

G219w9!l { X ¢SYLRNINAt& NBOSNIAYy3I || DSYySNIft /2dzyOaf | aa8
the district to act with clarity and authorityX €



Food for thought: The question is, what action will ghthey t

G219w9! {3 DSYSNY}Yt / 2dzyOAft [/ 2yaiAlGdziaz2y ! NLAOES Lo [ h/
safeguards to a General Council affiliated church from any possible abuse of the prerogative by a district through

an appeal to the Executive Presbytery, and ultimately, the General Presbytery when there is a question whether or

not the assembly has received proper help fromtK' S RA & G NRA O X ¢

Food for thought: This is a complete farce. In reality, there is no appeal from District abuse. You have seen how Pastor

Jeffrey Whittaker appealed his case to both the Executive and General Presbytery, and they completely ignored his plea.

Despite saying they had prayerfully discussed his plea, they gave him no authoritative basis to which his conscience could
appeal as a reason for his mistreatment. And you have al so
Wood was dismissed, based on the misinformation he had received from the Michigan District.

Resolution 13; Disaffiliation PercentageThis resolution aims to define a 2/3 majority vote requirement for churches that disaffiliate. It

looks as if this resolution resulted direct | y from t he “textbook” of Jeff Whittaker " ¢
condition of a two-thirds vote of the congregation, but that it invalidates the constitution and bylaws of the local church. The language
currently reads:

GCAYLf RA&ALRAAGAZY 2F (GKS YIFIGGSNI YIe GKSYy LINRPOSSR Ay I
OKdzNOKT ¢

Resolution 13 would change this to read:

OFinal disposition of the matter may then proceed in accordance with a two-thirds vote of the congregation. the

constitution-and-bylaws-of thedocalchurchT €

We have already seen how Pastor Jeff Whittaker was dismissed as unethical after following the Bylaws of his church, the Michigan

District, and the General Council to the letter. Resolution 13, with its removal of the constitution and bylaws of the local church, would

not prevent any District from similarly condemning the pastor of any church that disaffiliates. And if they can reclassify the church as

“di st r i ctbeferekhe eote Vakesplacd, theycouldt ake possession of the church’s pr
Don’'t be fooled by this resol ut i o Mheactionsofbhe AGatdathshe district gnd natnalp 0 w ¢
levels over the past 5 years have clearly demonstrated their game plan. Disaffiliation is not acceptable, under any circumstance, period.

Resolution B ¢ Amending Bylaws at General Coundihis resolution aims to relegate future amendments to General Council Bylaws to
the General Presbytery.

Food for thought: The reasoning behind this resolution? Well, apparently the business of the General Council interferes with
the Fine Arts Festival. God forbid that we should miss a concert! Essentially, this resolution allows you to give your freedom

away soyoucangoplay.He y , after all, the younger generation of Pasto
anyway. Theyo6re too busy r ocki nOpyautealyteustthesédneen Eénougheto give thesn Fe st i
unlimted control , as they further awhieplacatiBgybuavithding Aots Rediivals?r hear t ¢

Remember, it is much easier for the AG ruling elite to quash, buy off, or placate opposition in the 200-something member
General Presbytery, than it is in the General Council.

This article is part of a series of blogpostst i t | ed ‘' Assembl i e SheantiresdBies chnbefoundaChr i st i ani t
http://onthuhlist.wordpress.com/?s=aog. Information compiled and article written by onthuhlist (gmail.com).
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