
2023 GLGP Spring Meeting Agenda 
Indianapolis, IN — March 2-4, 2023

The Great Lakes-Gulf Presbytery (RPCNA) 
2023 SPRING MEETING — Official Minutes 

BUSINESS SESSION #1 (Thu 3/2 @ 2:00 p.m.) 
The Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery met for its annual Spring Meeting at 2:00 p.m. on March 2, 2023 at the Southside 
Reformed Presbyterian Church, located at 6969 S. Meridian St. Indianapolis, IN 46217. 

1. CALL TO ORDER / RETIRING MODERATOR’S ADDRESS
The moderator, Nathan Eshelman, called the court to order at 2:05 p.m. with the reading of Psalm 80.
- After calling upon God’s name in prayer, he preached from the text on Asaph’s plea of faith for God’s work of

restoration, asserting that our presbytery desperately needs to seek and experience this restoration through the
tender healing mercies of Christ our Good Shepherd.

- Mr. Eshelman concluded in prayer, after which the court sang Psalm 80 in praise to God, and the moderator once
again called upon God’s name in prayer, constituting the court in the name and by the authority of Jesus Christ,
Zion’s only Head and King at 2:52 p.m.

2. ATTENDANCE
The assistant clerk called the attendance roll and confirmed that a quorum was present.
- A question was referred to the parliamentarians regarding the implications of seating the ruling elder delegate from

IRPC, given that the IRPC session does not presently have a moderator.

3. INTRODUCTIONS
The moderator gave opportunity for the introduction of first-time delegates and other guests of the court.
- Shawn Anderson introduced first time delegate Brentt VanSickle, a ruling elder from Sycamore RPC.
- Jerry Foltz introduced first time delegate Adam Doerr, a ruling elder from Second RPC.
- Steve Sturm introduced fraternal delegate, local URC pastor, Rev. Austin Reifel.
- Nathan Eshelman introduced first time delegate, Alejandro Ramirez, a ruling elder from Orlando RPC.

4. PERSONAL PRIVILEGE
The clerk, Mr. Kuehner, presented Nathan Eshelman with a bamboo book featuring an inscription of his name on the
center, and space for all the delegates to sign, in honor of his faithful service as moderator over the past year.
- The clerk also noted that the previous moderator, Frank Smith, had been prevented from attending last spring’s

meeting for health reasons, and presented him with a framed Back to the Future movie poster depicting Doc Brown
and Marty McFly, and sharing that during Dr. Smith’s time as moderator in 2021, they had spent so much time
working together that the Kuehner children had begun comparing them to Doc and Marty.

- The court gave a round of applause in response to each gift.

5. CLERK’S REPORT
Adam Kuehner presented the clerk’s report, providing the first segment of his oral report, stating that the digital review
of session minutes has been completed for all congregations except Hetherton and IRPC, with nothing found to be
contrary to the law and order of the church. He reminded session clerks of their need to submit their physical minute
books to the assistant clerk in order to be checked for signatures and stamped. Having concluded the initial portion of
his oral report, the clerk, brought his recommendations before the court.
- Recommendation 1  was seconded, after which Steve Rhoda’s name was removed from the list of parliamentarians1

at his request, by way of friendly amendment, and the amended recommendation carried.
- Recommendation 2  was seconded, discussed, and carried, after which the court entered into executive session at2

3:31 p.m.

 Rec. 1 (Clerk): That presbytery appoint the following parliamentarians for this meeting: J. Odom, F. Smith, P. Pockras 1

(alt), J. Hughes (alt), S. Rhoda (alt), W. Mann (alt), J. Hart (alt). [CARRIED]

 Rec. 2 (Clerk): That presbytery enter executive session in order to hear the rest of the clerk’s oral report and to 2

consider Recommendations 3, 4, and 5. [CARRIED]
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- Recommendation 3  was seconded, discussed, and carried. 3

- Recommendation 4  was seconded and discussed, at which time the previous moderator briefly took the chair, so 4

that the current moderator could make a speech. The recommendation carried, after which the moderator returned 
to the chair. Frank Smith  and Dick Knodel registered their dissent from Recommendation 4. 5

- Recommendation 5  was seconded, discussed, and carried. 6

- It was moved, seconded, and carried that the Internet Maintenance Committee be directed to ensure that all 
oversight in administrative headship of their work be contained in this presbytery. The moderator ruled that this 
would not preclude a non-elder from serving as Internet Maintenance Technician (IMT), as is presently the case. 

- It was moved, seconded, and carried to leave executive session at 5:25 p.m. 

6. RECESS FOR DINNER 
David Hanson addressed the court on behalf of the host congregation and called upon God in prayer, giving thanks for 
the food and recessing the court for dinner at 5:29 p.m. 

 Rec. 3 (Clerk): That presbytery confirm its understanding that the clerk is authorized to “handle correspondence” and 3

to “have charge of all the papers and records belonging to the [court]” (DCG 4.4, D-28), meaning that, at the clerk’s 
discretion, due to the sensitive nature of certain documents, he may restrict access and transmission of such documents 
to the presbytery delegates only, and that these restrictions constitute binding counsel tendered in the Lord (QFO 9), 
unless or until reversed or modified by the Presbytery or its Ad Interim Commission, such that anyone who willfully 
violates these restrictions, has sinned against the court and may be subject to censure. [CARRIED]

 Rec. 4 (Clerk): That presbytery, in keeping with the 2006 decision of GLGP and Synod (MoS, 142) to permit RPCL’s 4

policy of discretionary access to session minutes, confirm that a session clerk’s duty to “furnish extracts from the 
minutes when ordered by the court” (DCG 4.4, D-28), to present session minutes “for review by the presbytery once a 
year” (DCG 4.5, D-29), to “transmit to the higher [court] all records and papers pertaining to [a complaint]” (BOD 
II.4.4, E-16), and to ensure that “ordinarily… minutes of the session are open to members of the congregation” (DCG 
4.5, D-28) does not imply an unqualified or inalienable license for every individual to access or disseminate  every such 
record for every conceivable reason, much less for non-members of the congregation and/or presbytery to procure 
previously unpublished or uncirculated minutes in an unauthorized manner for widespread publication without the 
court’s consent or knowledge. [CARRIED]

 Frank Smith’s Dissent: The church courts have at times struggled with regard to pastoral duty and discretion vis-a-vis 5

the nature of a court. What is a court and how is it to operate? In the words of the preliminary principles of the original 
American Presbyterian Book of Church Order, “since ecclesiastical discipline must be purely moral or spiritual in its 
object, and not attended with any civil effects, it can derive no force whatever, but from its own justice, the 
approbation of an impartial public, and the countenance and blessing of the great Head of the Church.” The phrase 
"approbation of an impartial public" implies that a court, by definition, is public. Its actions must be open to inspection 
by the general public. Indeed, the church is to model to the society what justice and righteousness should be, including 
the procedures. What is true in general is true in particular with respect to the people of the church. Not only must 
they be able to have confidence in the actions taken by the elders on their behalf, but they must also be able to know 
what those actions are—else how would they be able to exercise their right of complaint or seeking redress by 
memorial or some other means? The conclusion is that matters acted on by a court are not confidential. There are ways 
for elders in their several capacity to give counsel and exercise informal discipline, even in conjunction with other 
elders and by means of, in essence, having discussion as a committee of the whole, keeping minutes that could later be 
referenced, should the need arise. But when the elders act jointly in constituted court, those actions are and must be 
public. To the extent that Presbytery's action on Item 4 undercut the public nature of church court minutes, I hereby 
dissent from said action.

 Rec. 5 (Clerk): That presbytery form a three-man committee, appointed by the moderator, to contact Rev. Kyle Borg, 6

the Winchester RPC session, and the Midwest Presbytery, respectively, on behalf of the GLGP to articulate our very 
serious concerns and ask that steps be taken in love to effectively persuade Rev. Borg to publicly repent and receive the 
freely and eagerly offered forgiveness of the GLGP and the IRPC session for his sin against these ecclesiastical bodies 
(not merely against the GLGP clerk) in admittedly publishing sensitive, password-protected GLGP judicial records — 
submitted by the IRPC session to the GLGP in connection with Rev. Borg’s own complaint against them — on the 
website, Peace, Purity, Progress, against the express instructions of the GLGP clerk. [CARRIED]
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BUSINESS SESSION #2 (Thu 3/2 @ 6:40 p.m.) 
7. CALL TO ORDER
The moderator called the court to order at 6:40 p.m. with the singing of Psalm 122A and reconvened the meeting in
prayer.

8. ATTENDANCE
The assistant clerk took visual attendance and confirmed that a quorum was present.

9. SPECIAL INTRODUCTIONS
The moderator gave opportunity for additional introductions.
- Dick Knodel introduced Rev. Archibald Allison, an OPC minister of the gospel, who briefly greeted the court.
- Wade Mann introduced first time delegate Robert Daniels, a ruling elder from Elkhart RPC.

10. PARLIAMENTARIANS
Frank Smith announced the parliamentarians’ answer to the previous question about seating delegates whose session
lacks a moderator, stating that there is no absolute prohibition for sessions in electing their own moderators,
particularly under extraordinary circumstances, and so the IRPC delegate may be seated.

11. CLERK’S REPORT — Continued
Mr. Kuehner resumed the presentation of the clerk’s report, notifying the court that the moderator and clerk had just
received a letter of repentance from Kyle Borg (GLG 23-11B) seeking the forgiveness of the presbytery and the IRPC
session, along with a request from Mr. Borg to address the court via Zoom to express his repentance personally.
- After some discussion, the moderator ruled that the court will hear from Mr. Borg at this time.
- This ruling was challenged and upheld by a vote of 20-13.
- Mr. Borg addressed the court via Zoom reading the content of his letter of repentance and asking for the court’s

forgiveness.
- The clerk urged the moderator to grant the court’s forgiveness, in keeping with the previously adopted language of

Clerk’s Recommendation 5 (“that steps be taken in love to effectively persuade Rev. Borg to publicly repent and
receive the freely and eagerly offered forgiveness of the GLGP”), yet noted that this would not preclude the
appointment of the three-man Borg Resolution Committee, especially in relation to the IRPC session, nor would it
prevent further action, such as a censure, if the court deems such action to be warranted [BOD I.3.3, E-4].

- The moderator granted Mr. Borg the court’s forgiveness, employing the language of Clerk’s Recommendation 5 (“the
freely and eagerly offered forgiveness of the GLGP”), and the clerk led the court in prayer.

The court resumed its consideration of the list of recommendations from the clerk’s report. 
- Recommendation 6  was seconded, discussed, and carried. 7

- Recommendation 7  was seconded, discussed, and carried. 8

- Recommendation 8  was seconded and carried.9

- Recommendation 9  was seconded and carried.10

 Rec. 6 (Clerk): That presbytery instruct the Nominating Committee to (A) Determine the congregations to be visited 7

this year, (B) Consider the Geneva College Board of Corporators’ nomination of Phil Pockras as GLGP Rep., (C) Replace 
the two departing members of the Membership Comte, (D) Replace the GLGP HMB Rep., (E) Nominate an IRPC 
provisional moderator, (F) Replace Jason O’Neill as GLGP Rep. on Synod’s Finance Comte. [CARRIED]

 Rec. 7 (Clerk): That presbytery instruct the incoming AIC to determine and disseminate the time and place for the fall 8

meeting by 7/31/23. [CARRIED]

 Rec. 8 (Clerk): That presbytery form a two-man committee, appointed by the moderator, to review the RPC of 9

Lafayette’s pastoral call to Jonathan Sturm and report back with its recommendation(s) later at this meeting. 
[CARRIED]

 Rec. 9 (Clerk): That presbytery approve the following committee reports as submitted, without hearing oral reports: 10

(A) Geneva College Board of Corp.’s Report, (B) Fearing Chaplaincy Report, (C) Home Mission Board Rep. Report.
[CARRIED]

 of 3 18

3 of 235



2023 GLGP Spring Meeting Agenda 
Indianapolis, IN — March 2-4, 2023

- Recommendation 10  was seconded, discussed, and carried. 11

- Recommendation 11  was seconded and carried. 12

- Recommendation 12  was seconded and carried. 13

- Recommendation 13  was seconded, discussed, and carried. 14

- Recommendation 14  was seconded and carried. 15

- Recommendation 15  was seconded and carried. 16

- Recommendation 16  was withdrawn. 17

- Recommendation 17  was seconded and carried. 18

It was moved, seconded, and discussed to lay Recommendation 17 on the table to entertain the following substitute 
motion: “That presbytery, in response to Mr. Faris’ request ‘for his credentials to be sent to Zionsville Fellowship Church’ 
(GLG 23-6), instruct the clerk to transfer Mr. Faris’ credentials to ZFC.” 
- A point of order was raised, asserting the substitute motion to be unconstitutional, per DCG 3.II.E.5.i (D-21), since 

Zionsville Fellowship Church is an independent congregation and not a “denomination”. 
- The moderator ruled in favor of the point of order, thereby declaring the motion to be out of order. 
- The moderator’s ruling was challenged and overturned by a vote of 14-19. 
- The following delegates registered their dissent: Jon Hughes, Adam Kuehner, Phil Pockras, Dick Knodel, Josh Smith, 

Frank Smith, Alejandro Ramirez, Greg Damerow, and Bruce Bowers. 
- The following delegates notified the court of their intent to file a complaint against this action of the court: Adam 

Kuehner, Phil Pockras, Josh Smith, Frank Smith, Alejandro Ramirez, Greg Damerow, and Bruce Bowers. 
- The motion to entertain the substitute carried by a vote of 20-12, after which the court discussed the substitute. 

It was moved, seconded, discussed, and carried to amend the motion by adding the phrase: “with a rebuke for his 
email as recorded in GLG 23-8, and an encouragement to seek the peace and unity of the church in whatever 
ecclesiastical situation he finds himself in.” 
- The motion was then divided into Part A and Part B, with Part A presently before the court. 
- It was moved, seconded and discussed to refer Part A of the motion to synod for counsel. 
- It was moved, seconded, and carried by two-thirds majority to table this discussion until the following day (Friday). 

The court resumed its consideration of the clerk’s remaining recommendations. 

 Rec. 10 (Clerk): That presbytery counsel the Synod Board of Trustees (DCG 2.11, D-6), in keeping with the wishes of 11

the former CCRP congregation in Brownsburg, Indiana, to hold the remaining funds from the disorganized CCRP 
congregation for up to five years for a new work in Marion County or one of its eight bordering counties. [CARRIED]

 Rec. 11 (Clerk): That presbytery transmit GLG 22-22 and GLG 22-23 to synod without endorsement. [CARRIED]12

 Rec. 12 (Clerk): That presbytery formally dismiss the CCRP Commission with thanks. [CARRIED]13

 Rec. 13 (Clerk): That presbytery instruct its clerks to look into the synod’s requirements for annual congregational 14

financial audits and report back to the presbytery no later than the spring of 2024. [CARRIED]

 Rec. 14 (Clerk): That presbytery refer GLG 23-5 to the three-man, moderator-appointed Business Committee of the 15

Day [BUSCOM] to examine the complaint (with pertinent records), to interact with the parties (as able), and to report 
back with its recommendation(s) later at this meeting. [CARRIED]

 Rec. 15 (Clerk): That presbytery refer GLG 23-1, 23-2, 23-3, and 23-9 to a three-man, moderator-appointed IRPC 16

Committee of the Day to examine each communication (with pertinent records) and report back with its 
recommendation(s) later at this meeting. [CARRIED]

 Rec. 16 (Clerk): That presbytery refer GLG 23-8 to BUSCOM to advise whether or not its contents warrant any 17

further action(s) by the presbytery (e.g. BOD I.3.1/2, E-4; BOD II.1.3/4, E-9), and to report back with its 
recommendation(s) later at this meeting. [WITHDRAWN]

 Rec. 17 (Clerk): That presbytery, in response to Mr. Faris’ request “for his credentials to be sent to Zionsville 18

Fellowship Church” (GLG 23-6), instruct the clerk to send ZFC a letter of ministerial standing, but not to transfer Mr. 
Faris’ credentials to ZFC. [LAID ON THE TABLE]
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- Recommendation 18  was seconded, discussed, and modified by friendly amendment to replace the phrase 19

“Business Session 2” with the phrase “Business Session 3”, after which it carried. 
- Recommendation 19  was seconded and carried. 20

- Recommendation 20  was seconded, discussed, and carried. 21

12. ELECTION OF THE MODERATOR 
It was moved and seconded to nominate Jon Hughes as moderator. 
- It was moved, seconded, and carried to close the nominations, after which the court elected Mr. Hughes to the 

moderator’s chair without vocal dissent. 

13. ELECTION OF THE CLERK(S) 
It was moved and seconded to nominate Adam Kuehner as clerk. 
- It was moved, seconded and carried to close the nominations, after which the court elected Mr. Kuehner to continue 

serving as clerk without vocal dissent. 
- Nathan Eshelman assumed the role of assistant clerk from Dale Koons, after which the court showed its appreciation 

for Mr. Koons’ many years of faithful service by rising with applause. 

14. AD INTERIM COMMISSION REPORT 
David Hanson presented the AIC report, bringing its recommendations before the court. 
- Recommendation 1  carried. 22

- Recommendation 2  carried. 23

15. INTERNET MAINTENANCE COMMITTEE REPORT  
Adam Kuehner presented the Internet Maintenance Committee report, bringing its recommendations before the court. 
- Recommendation 1  carried. 24

- Recommendation 2  carried. 25

- It was moved, seconded, and carried to receive the report. 

16. MEMBERSHIP COMMITTEE REPORT 
Frank Smith presented the report of the Membership Committee, bringing its recommendations before the court, and 
noting that each recommendation would need to be seconded, since he is the only remaining committee member. 
- Recommendation 1  was seconded and carried. 26

 Rec. 18 (Clerk): That presbytery instruct the moderator to announce the following appointments by the start of 19

Business Session 2 3 at the latest: (A) Business Committee of the Day [BUSCOM]: 3 (B) IRPC Committee of the Day: 3 
(C) Nominating Committee: 3 (D) Finance Committee: 3 (E) Resolution of Thanks Committee: 2 (F) Time and Place 
Committee: 2 (G) Lafayette Call Review Committee: 2. [CARRIED]

 Rec. 19 (Clerk): That presbytery adopt the proposed agenda for this meeting. [CARRIED]20

 Rec. 20 (Clerk): That presbytery grant all RPCNA elders present the privilege of the floor during the remainder of 21

this meeting. [CARRIED]

 Rec. 1 (AIC): That Presbytery receive this report. [CARRIED]22

 Rec. 2 (AIC): That the minutes of this Ad Interim Commission be spread on the minutes of Presbytery. [CARRIED]23

 Rec. 1 (IMC): That presbytery reappoint Andrew Imeson as Internet Maintenance Technician until the Spring 2024 24

meeting of presbytery, with an annual stipend of $500. [CARRIED]

 Rec. 2 (IMC): That presbytery dissolve this committee and delegate its remit (To oversee all presbytery internet 25

maintenance functions, including the work of the IMT, along with any additional items assigned by presbytery) to the 
clerks of presbytery. [CARRIED]

 Rec. 1 (MC): That Stephanie Thomson Ek be transferred to Indy Reformed Church (URCNA) with our blessing. 26

[CARRIED]
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- Recommendation 2  was seconded and carried. 27

- Recommendation 3  was seconded and referred to the Nominating Committee. 28

- Recommendation 4  was seconded and carried, thereby receiving the report. 29

17. TREASURER’S REPORT  
It was noted that the treasurer’s report has been moved to the following day, and will be presented, God willing, by 
Mark Hart. 

18. CANDIDATES AND CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE REPORT 
Adam Niess presented the Candidates & Credentials Committee report, bringing its recommendations before the court. 
- Recommendation 1  carried. 30

- Recommendation 2  was referred to the Nominating Committee. 31

- Recommendation 3  was referred to the Nominating Committee. 32

- Recommendation 4  carried, thereby receiving the report. 33

BIBLE EXAM — J. JOHNSON (SUSTAINED W/O VOCAL DISSENT) 
Mr. Niess announced that Joe Johnson passed his written Bible exam with distinction, after which the court sustained 
the results of the exam by voice vote without vocal dissent. 

CHURCH HISTORY PAPER — J. JOHNSON (Sustained without Vocal Dissent) 
The court sustained Joe Johnson’s church history paper by voice vote without vocal dissent. 

CHURCH HISTORY PAPER — J. STURM (Sustained without Vocal Dissent) 
The court sustained Jonathan Sturm’s exegesis paper by voice vote without vocal dissent. 

PERSONAL GODLINESS EXAM — J. JOHNSON (Unanimously Sustained) 
Joe Johnson came forward to receive his Personal Godliness exam from Aaron Murray, answering questions from Mr. 
Murray and from the floor, after which comments were received from the floor, and the exam was unanimously 
sustained by roll call vote. 

PASTORAL AND EVANGELISTIC GIFTS EXAM — J. STURM (Unanimously Sustained) 
It was moved, seconded and carried to extend the time to conduct Jonathan Sturm’s Pastoral & Evangelistic Gifts exam. 
- Jonathan Sturm came forward to receive his Pastoral and Evangelistic Gifts exam from Rich Holdeman, answering 

questions from Mr. Sturm and from the floor, after which comments were received from the floor and the exam was 
unanimously sustained by roll call vote. 

19. EVENING RECESS  
Ross Cerbus addressed the court on behalf of the host congregation regarding housing accommodations, after which 
the moderator recessed the court in prayer at 9:34 p.m. 

 Rec. 2 (MC): That Deidra (Dee Dee) Shaw be transferred to First Presbyterian Church (PCA), Macon, Georgia, with 27

our blessing. [CARRIED]

 Rec. 3 (MC): That the Nominating Committee nominate three new members of the Membership Committee. 28

[CARRIED]

 Rec. 4 (MC): That this report be approved. [CARRIED]29

 Rec. 1 (C&CC): That student exams be conducted according to the schedule outlined below. [CARRIED]30

 Rec. 2 (C&CC): That Joel Hart and Rich Holdeman be nominated to continue serving on the Committee. [CARRIED]31

 Rec. 3 (C&CC): That a replacement for Craig Scott be nominated to serve on the Committee. [CARRIED]32

 Rec. 4 (C&CC): That our report be received. [CARRIED]33

 of 6 18

6 of 235



2023 GLGP Spring Meeting Agenda 
Indianapolis, IN — March 2-4, 2023

BUSINESS SESSION #3 (Fri 3/3 @ 8:30 a.m.) 
20. CALL TO ORDER
The moderator called the court to order with the singing Psalm 72F and reconvened the court in prayer at 8:45 a.m.

21. ATTENDANCE
The assistant clerk took visual attendance and confirmed that a quorum was present.

22. MODERATOR APPOINTMENTS
The moderator announced the following committee appointments.

BUSCOM 
James Odom (Ch) 
Shawn Anderson, 

Jerry Foltz 

IRPC Comte OTD 
Frank Smith (Ch) 

Aaron Murray, 
John Hanson 

Lafay. Call Rev. Comte 
David Hanson 

Josh Smith 

Nominating Comte 
Ken Nelson (Ch) 

Ross Cerbus 
Steven Work 

Finance Comte 
Joel Hart (Ch) 
Greg Damerow, 
Bruce Bowers 

Time and Place Comte 
Dick Knodel (Ch) 

Ian Wise 

Resolution of Thx Comte 
Christ Stockwell (Ch) 

Robert Daniels 
Alejandro Ramirez 

23. ATTENDANCE
The assistant clerk took visual attendance and confirmed that a quorum was present.

24. CANDIDATES AND CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE REPORT — Continued
Adam Niess resumed his presentation of the Candidates and Credentials Committee Report.

EXPOSITORY SERMON 2 EXAM — J. STURM (Unanimously Sustained) 
Jonathan Sturm came forward for his expository sermon 2 exam, read Revelation 8:1-5, preached from the text on our 
need to fill heaven with our prayers, and called upon God’s name in prayer, after which the court sang Psalm 65A, 
shared comments from the floor, and unanimously sustained the exam by roll call vote. 

25. MODERATOR APPOINTMENTS
Mr. Hughes announced his appointments for the Borg Resolution Committee: Joel Hart (Ch), Bob Bibby, Scott Hunt.
- Later in the meeting, the moderator announced that Joel Hart had declined to serve on this committee, after which

he was replaced by Adam Doerr, with Bob Bibby serving as chairman of the committee.

26. READING OF PREVIOUS MINUTES
The clerk read the minutes from Business Sessions 1 and 2, after which it was moved, seconded, and carried to adopt
the minutes as amended.

27. PERSONAL PRIVILEGE
Jerry Foltz shared a point of personal privilege concerning Richard Blankenship’s wife Linda, who is gravely ill and
presently receiving hospice care, after which Jerry led the court in prayer for this matter.

28. CANDIDATES AND CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE REPORT — Continued
Adam Niess resumed the C&CC report, inviting Joe Johnson to come forward for his Theology 1 exam.

THEOLOGY 1 EXAM — J. JOHNSON (Unanimously Sustained) 
Joe Johnson came forward to receive his Theology 1 exam from Jerry Foltz, answering questions from Mr. Foltz and 
from the floor, after which comments were received from the floor, and the exam was unanimously sustained by roll 
call vote. 

29. MOTION FROM THE FLOOR (Carried)
It was moved, seconded, and carried that the Great Lakes-Gulf Presbytery, noting the evident blessing of the Holy Spirit
upon the retiring moderator’s preaching, hereby spreads a copy of Dr. Eshelman’s sermon upon the minutes.

30. PERSONAL PRIVILEGE
David Whitla shared a point of personal privilege, informing the court that Rev. Ted Donnelly is nearing eternity, and
asking for prayer, which was offered up by the moderator following the mid-session break.
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31. MID-SESSION BREAK 
The court took its mid-session break at 10:40 a.m. and resumed the meeting at 10:59 a.m. with the singing of Psalm 
87, after which Mr. Hughes reconvened the court in prayer, and interceded for Ted Donnelly and his family, giving 
thanks to the Lord for using Rev. Donnelly’s ministry to bless the church for so many years. 

32. CANDIDATES AND CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE REPORT — Continued 
Mr. Niess resumed his presentation of the Candidates and Credentials Committee report. 

THEOLOGY 2 EXAM — J. STURM (Unanimously Sustained) 
Jonathan Sturm came forward to receive his Theology 2 exam from Shawn Anderson, answering questions from Mr. 
Anderson and from the floor, after which comments were received from the floor, and the exam was unanimously 
sustained by roll call vote. 

33. CONGREGATIONAL REPORTS 
The court took up the hearing of congregational reports in reverse alphabetical order, as specified in the agenda. 

WESTMINSTER RPC (Received) 
Josh Smith presented the Westminster congregational report, after which it was moved, seconded, and carried to 
receive the report. 

TERRE HAUTE RPC (Received) 
Russell Lodge presented the Terre Haute congregational report, after which it was moved, seconded, and carried to 
receive the report. 

SYCAMORE RPC (Received) 
Bob McKissick presented the Sycamore congregational report, after which it was moved, seconded, and carried to 
receive the report. 

SPARTA (Postponed) 
The moderator appointed Phil Pockras to pray for Rev. Bob Morrow during the upcoming prayer time, and noted that 
the Sparta congregational report has been postponed until later in the meeting. 

SOUTHFIELD (Received) 
Adam Kuehner presented the Southfield congregational report, after which it was moved, seconded, and carried to 
receive the report. 

34. INTERCESSORY PRAYER 
The court entered into a time of intercessory prayer, led by Philip McCollum (Westminster), Steven Work (Terre 
Haute), Phil Pockras (Sparta, Bob Morrow), Joel Hart (Sycamore), and Rich Holdeman (Southfield). 

35. DISABILITIES MINISTRY REPORT 
Rich Johnston presented a report on behalf of Synod’s Disabilities Ministry Committee, after which it was moved, 
seconded, and carried to receive the report. 

36. LAFAYETTE CALL REVIEW COMMITTEE 
David Hanson presented the report of the Lafayette Call Review Committee, recommending that the court sustain 
RPCL’s pastoral call to Jonathan Sturm as a regular gospel call, after which this recommendation carried. 

37. CONGREGATIONAL REPORTS — Continued 
The court returned to the hearing of congregational reports. 

SOUTHWEST OHIO RPC (Received) 
Greg (aka “Scott”) Damerow presented the Southwest Ohio RP (SWORP) congregational report, after which it was 
moved, seconded, and carried to receive the report. 

38. PRAYER & RECESS FOR LUNCH 
David Schisler led the court in prayer for the SWORP congregation and for the Vincze family (in light of the recent 
passing of Elder Timothy Vincze’s mother), and recessed the court for lunch at 12:27 p.m. 
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BUSINESS SESSION #4 (Fri 3/3 @ 1:30 p.m.) 
39. CALL TO ORDER
The moderator called the court to order at 1:34 p.m. with the singing of praise to God and reconvened the court in
prayer.

40. ATTENDANCE
The assistant clerk took visual attendance, confirming that a quorum was present.

41. CANDIDATES AND CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE REPORT — Continued
Adam Niess resumed his presentation of the C&CC report.

CHURCH HISTORY EXAM — J. STURM (Unanimously Sustained) 
Jonathan Sturm came forward to receive his Church History exam from Steve Rhoda, answering questions from Mr. 
Rhoda and from the floor, and receiving comments from the floor, after which the exam was unanimously sustained by 
roll call vote. 

LICENSURE TO RECEIVE A CALL — J. STURM (Unanimously Sustained) 
The court unanimously sustained Jonathan Sturm’s licensure to receive a call. 
- Jonathan Sturm affirmed the licensure queries as administered by Steve Sturm, and signed the queries in the minute

book, after which Joel Hart led the court in prayer, licensing Mr. Sturm as eligible to receive a call in the name and
by the authority of Jesus Christ, the only Head and King of the church.

- David Whitla issued a charge to Mr. Sturm on behalf of the court regarding the preacher’s call from Christ and
reminded him of the privileges, responsibilities, and limitations of licensure.

PRESENTATION OF PASTORAL CALL 
The clerk presented Mr. Sturm with the pastoral call from RPC of Lafayette, and the moderator reminded him that he 
has two weeks to notify the clerk of his response to the call. 

42. IRPC RESOLUTION COMMITTEE
Nathan Eshelman presented the report of the IRPC Resolution Committee, bringing its recommendations before the
court, including a third recommendation not included in the written report.
- It was moved, seconded, and carried that presbytery enter executive session to hear this report, after which the court

entered executive session at 2:35 p.m.
- Recommendation 1  was discussed, after which it was moved, seconded, and carried by two-thirds super-majority to34

move the previous question, and Recommendation 1 carried without vocal dissent.
- Recommendation 2  was modified by the committee to replace “Dan Perrin” with “Matt Wilburn”, after which it35

carried and was implemented.
- Recommendation 3  carried.36

- It was moved, seconded, and carried to receive the report.
- Nathan Eshelman led the court in prayer, after which it was moved, seconded, and carried to leave executive session,

which the court did at 2:56 p.m.

43. IRPC COMMITTEE (OTD) REPORT
Frank Smith presented the report of the IRPC Committee (of the Day), bringing Recommendation 1A  before the37

court, after which the recommendation was discussed.

 Rec. 1 (IRPC-RES): The committee be continued and to report back to the synod-time meeting of presbytery. 34

[CARRIED]

 Rec. 2 (IRPC-RES): That Mr. Dan Perrin Matt Wilburn be given five minutes to speak on the floor of presbytery. 35

[CARRIED]

 Rec. 3 (IRPC-RES): That presbytery counsel the Trustees of Synod to make no claim against the property of IRPC. 36

[CARRIED]

 Rec. 1A (IRPC-OTD): That the Anderson complaint (GLG 23-2) be heard tomorrow, with ten minutes for the 37

complaint, twenty minutes for the defendant, and ten additional minutes for the complainant, followed by thirty 
minutes for debate, with provision for five minute extensions by simple majority. [CARRIED]

 of 9 18

9 of 235



2023 GLGP Spring Meeting Agenda 
Indianapolis, IN — March 2-4, 2023

- It was moved and seconded to lay the recommendation on the table to entertain the following substitute: “That 
presbytery form a five-man judicial commission appointed by the moderator with authority to institute (and, as 
needed, bring to completion) judicial process against Sam Carr, Josh Karshen, and Matt Wilburn for their respective 
roles in the publicly known decision and/or action of the IRPC session to serve communion to Jared Olivetti while he 
remained under suspension by the synod.” This motion was defeated, thereby returning the discussion to Rec. 1A. 

44. MID-SESSION BREAK 
The court took its mid-session break at 3:25 p.m. and resumed the meeting at 3:48pm with the singing of Psalm 32D 
and a prayer by the moderator to reconvene the meeting. 

45. IRPC COMMITTEE (OTD) REPORT — Continued 
Frank Smith resumed his presentation of the IRPC Committee (of the Day), withdrawing Recommendation 1A and 
bringing Recommendation 1B  before the court on behalf of the committee. 38

- It was moved and seconded to lay the current recommendation on the table to entertain the following substitute:  
“That the Anderson Complaint (GLG 23-2) be referred to the IRPC Resolution Committee to make use of it in its 
work of advising the IRPC session.” This motion was defeated. 

46. WITHDRAWAL OF COMPLAINT AND CHARGES 
The moderator announced that the assistant clerk has consulted with Rev. Kyle Borg and that Rev. Borg has submitted a 
formal notice to the court (GLG 23-12) withdrawing his charge and complaint against the IRPC session. 

47. IRPC COMMITTEE (OTD) REPORT — Continued 
Frank Smith resumed his presentation of the IRPC Committee (of the Day) Report, and the court returned to its 
discussion of Recommendation 1B, after which the recommendation was defeated. 

48. CLERK’S REPORT — Continued 
Mr. Kuehner resumed his presentation of the clerk’s report, enabling the court to return to its discussion of Part A  of 39

the substitute motion  currently on the floor, which previously had been substituted for Clerk’s Recommendation 17.  40 41

- Part A of the substitute was defeated, after which it was moved, seconded, and carried to lay Part B on the table to 
entertain the following substitute: “That presbytery, in response to Mr. Faris’ request ‘for his credentials to be sent to 
Zionsville Fellowship Church’ (ZFC) send a letter of ministerial standing, and instruct the AIC to dismiss James Faris 
from the roll of GLGP TEs upon confirmation of the ZFC clerk’s receipt and acceptance of that letter.” 

- The substitute motion was discussed, along with many heartfelt expressions of love and appreciation for Mr. Faris 
and his ministry over the years, after which it carried, and Aaron Murray led the court in prayer for Mr. Faris. 

The clerk informed the court that it remains unclear as to whether or not presbytery has transmitted GLG 22-16  to 42

synod, per the requirements of the constitution. 
- It was moved, seconded, and carried to transmit GLG 22-16 to synod without endorsement. 

 Rec. 1B (IRPC-OTD): That presbytery refer the hearing of the Anderson Complaint (GLG 23-2) to a five-man 38

commission to adjudicate the matter according to the following format: ten minutes for the complaint, twenty minutes 
for the defendant, and ten additional minutes for the complainant, followed by thirty minutes for debate, with 
provision for five minute extensions by simple majority. [DEFEATED]

 Part A of the Substitute Motion (on the floor): That presbytery, in response to Mr. Faris’ request ‘for his credentials to 39

be sent to Zionsville Fellowship Church’ (GLG 23-6), instruct the clerk to transfer Mr. Faris’ credentials to ZFC. 
[DEFEATED]

 Substitute Motion (Parts A + B): That presbytery, in response to Mr. Faris’ request ‘for his credentials to be sent to 40

Zionsville Fellowship Church’ (GLG 23-6), instruct the clerk to transfer Mr. Faris’ credentials to ZFC, and with a rebuke 
for his email as recorded in GLG 23-8, and an encouragement to seek the peace and unity of the church in whatever 
ecclesiastical situation he finds himself in.” [DIVIDED]

 Rec. 17 (Clerk): That presbytery, in response to Mr. Faris’ request “for his credentials to be sent to Zionsville 41

Fellowship Church” (GLG 23-6), instruct the clerk to send ZFC a letter of ministerial standing, but not to transfer Mr. 
Faris’ credentials to ZFC. [LAID ON THE TABLE]

 GLG 22-16: A complaint from N. Enas v. GLGP for not accepting charges against J. Faris at its meeting in June 2022.42
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- It was moved, seconded, and carried to receive the clerk’s report.

49. MOTION FROM THE FLOOR (Defeated)
It was moved and seconded that the court take up GLG 23-8.  This motion was defeated by a vote of 12-13, after43

which the court sang Psalm 25B.
- The following delegates registered their dissent to the court’s decision not to take up GLG 23-8 and gave notice of

their intent to file a complaint: Adam Kuehner, Frank Smith, Josh Smith, Alejandro Ramirez, and Shawn Anderson.

50. MOTION FROM THE FLOOR (Carried)
Mr. Hart moved a reconsideration of the overturning of the moderator’s ruling the previous day (Thursday) during the
clerk’s report regarding the unconstitutionality of moving to transfer a minister’s credentials to an individual
congregation.
- Mr. Hart informed the court that he had previously voted in the majority, after which it was also confirmed that the

seconder had also voted in the majority on the previous day.
- The motion to reconsider carried, thereby reaffirming the moderator’s ruling that a motion to transfer a minister’s

credentials to a local congregation, rather than a denomination, is out of order, per DCG 3.II.E.5.i (D-21).

51. CONGREGATIONAL/TGB REPORTS — Continued
The court returned to the hearing of reports from congregations and temporary governing bodies (TGB).

Selma RPC 
Adam Niess presented the Selma congregational report, after which it was moved, seconded, and carried to receive the 
report. 

Atlanta RP Mission Church (TGB) 
Frank Smith presented the report of the Atlanta TGB, bringing its recommendations before the court. 
- Recommendation 1  was seconded and referred to the Finance Committee44

- Recommendation 2  was seconded and referred to the Finance Committee45

- Recommendation 3  was seconded and referred to the Nominating Committee.46

- Recommendation 4  was seconded and carried, thereby receiving the report.47

52. ATLANTA JUDICIAL COMMISSION
Frank Smith presented the report of the Atlanta Judicial Commission, after which it was moved, seconded, and carried
to receive the report, thereby spreading the commission minutes on the minutes of presbytery.

53. CONGREGATIONAL REPORTS — Continued
The court returned to the hearing of congregational reports.

Second RPC 
Jerry Foltz presented the Second RPC congregational report, after which it was moved, seconded, and carried to 
receive the report. 

Southside RPC 
John Hanson presented the Southside RPC congregational report, after which it was moved, seconded, and carried to 
receive the report. 

54. PRAYER AND RECESS FOR DINNER
The court entered into a time of intercessory prayer, led by Adam Niess (Selma), Phil Pockras (Second RP), Frank
Smith (Southside), and Jeff Brotherton (Atlanta), who also recessed the court for dinner at 5:37 p.m.

 GLG 23-8: A communication from K. Evans sharing an email from J. Faris re: J. Olivetti’s restoration to communion.43

 Rec. 1 (ATL): That Presbytery grant $4,000.00 for the work of Atlanta RPC for 2023. [REFERRED]44

 Rec. 2 (ATL): That Presbytery provide $2,000.00 for the expenses of the Atlanta Commission. [REFERRED]45

 Rec. 3 (ATL): That the membership of the Atlanta Commission consist of the current members. [REFERRED]46

 Rec. 4 (ATL): That the report of the Atlanta Commission be approved. [CARRIED]47
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BUSINESS SESSION #5 (Fri 3/3 @ 6:45 p.m.) 
55. CALL TO ORDER
The moderator called the court to order at 6:47 p.m. with the singing of Psalm 144B, and reconvened the court in
prayer.

56. ATTENDANCE
The assistant clerk took visual attendance and confirmed that a quorum was present.

57. PRESBYTERY YOUTH REPORT — C.Y.P.U.
Steve Rhoda presented the report of the CYPU Board, introducing the members of the CYPU leadership team.
- It was moved, seconded, and carried to grant the members of the CYPU leadership team the privileges of the floor to

present their portion of the Presbytery Youth Report.
- David Erney informed the court regarding various CYPU ministry events, including Theological Foundations

Weekend.
- Duncan Blank informed the court regarding the recent CYPU winter conference and various other youth ministry

events.

Steve Rhoda resumed his presentation of the report, bringing the board’s recommendations before the court. 
- Recommendation 1  carried, after which Bryan Planalp took the podium for the remainder of the report.48

- Recommendation 2  carried.49

- Recommendation 3  carried.50

- Recommendation 4  was referred to the Finance Committee.51

- It was moved, seconded, and carried to receive the report, after which the court gave Steve Rhoda a standing
ovation for his diligent and faithful work with the youth of the presbytery.

 Rec. 1 (CYPU): That (1) Bryan Planalp will become the President of the CYPU Board, (2) Stephen Rhoda will remain 48

Director of the CYPU, and (3) An additional CYPU board member will be named. [CARRIED]

 Rec. 2 (CYPU): That presbytery approve (1) Changes to the Youth Ministry Staff Application Form: (a) Removing the 49

experience questions; our proposed revision is attached. (b) Changing the form requirements so that rather than a 
letter of recommendation from pastor or elders, there is a standard attestation that is sent to pastor or elders to 
confirm (by signing) or reject. (2) Purchasing a Docusign account and using it to administer this form electronically. 
(a) This will work on the web or via the Docusign app. (b) Presbytery may want to consider whether the Docusign
account should be owned by the CYPU or by the presbytery itself (i.e., should it be shared across all presbytery events).
(c) Docusign is $25 per month per seat, so purchasing one seat would cost $300 per year. (d) We would like to ask
presbytery to fund this cost in our CYPU budget.  The benefits will be speed, ease, and uniformity. (3) CYPU Board will
create a process to administer the forms and collect the documentation. Sending and collecting the forms will be time-
consuming at first, as all youth workers will have to be processed, but should become easier over time as youth
workers assist at multiple events. [CARRIED]

 Rec. 3 (CYPU): That presbytery approve (1) CYPU Board review of the CPP to seek clarification and recommended 50

minor adjustments. Some areas to be reviewed include: (a) In II.B.2, what does it mean to “administer a GLGP youth 
program”? Does this refer to event coordinators, or anyone present at the event to oversee the youth (event 
coordinator, counselors, drivers, cook)? (b) In III.A, “Staff” and “Volunteer” have different requirements, and volunteer 
does not mention background check or the application form. However, the rest of the policy and context seems to 
assume that volunteers will also fill out the application form; is that the intent? (i.) In III.A.2.c, what does it mean for 
volunteers to “remain under Staff supervision”? Does this mean line of sight, or just generally under their oversight at 
an event? Would counselors at the high school winter conference be Staff or Volunteers? (c) Regarding the application 
form, if the pastor is a close relative of the applicant, should we require that the form be approved by an unrelated 
pastor or elder rather than a relative? (d) The CPP does not say how frequently to administer background checks, or if 
the application form ever needs to be redone. Our assumption is that background checks need to be redone every three 
years, and that the application form is a one-time event. Is this correct? (e) Do the bathroom guidelines in III.D.3 apply 
to high school age youth? Youth was defined as “those the age of 18 years of age or younger”. (f) In III.C.2, what is an 
“approved adult”? Could this be added to the definition section? Is this someone who has to fill out the application 
form? [CARRIED]

 That presbytery provide $3000 for the work of the CYPU in 2023. [REFERRED]51
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58. ASSISTANT CLERK’S REPORT
The assistant clerk informed the court regarding the process of stamping minute books in confirmation of the digital
review process which had taken place in the weeks leading up to the meeting.

59. ATLANTA JUDICIAL COMMISSION REPORT — Continued
It was moved, seconded, and carried to dismiss the Atlanta Judicial Commission with thanks.

60. IRPC COMMITTEE (OTD) REPORT — Continued
Frank Smith resumed his presentation of the IRPC Committee (of the Day), bringing Recommendation 1C  before the52

court on behalf of the committee.
- It was moved, seconded and carried to amend the motion by inserting the phrase “scheduled for a time certain

tomorrow”, thereby brining the amended version of Recommendation 1C  before the court.53

- The amended motion was discussed, after which the previous question was called, and this was defeated by a vote of
15-12, failing to reach the required two-thirds super-majority.

- The court continued its discussion of the amended motion, after which it carried, and the moderator announced that
the Anderson Complaint (GLG 23-2) will be heard tomorrow following the preaching of the word.

61. BUSINESS COMMITTEE (OTD) [BUSCOM] REPORT
The BUSCOM report came before the court, after which it was moved, seconded, and carried to enter executive session
at 7:58 p.m., with Scott Hunt registering his dissent from this action.
- The previous moderator took the chair, since the current moderator is an elder on the session complained against.
- James Odom began reading the committee’s written report, after which a point of order was raised, that the

complaint should first be heard by way of statements by the prosecution and defense, rather than hearing the
committee’s analysis of the complaint.

- The moderator ruled against the point of order, after which further discussion ensued concerning the best path
forward and the committee agreed to move directly to Recommendation 1,  which carried.54

- The moderator ruled that certain relatives of the complainant are neither parties nor counsel to the case, and
therefore may not present in executive session.

- The prosecution presented its case for ten minutes, after which the defense presented its case for ten minutes.
- James Odom resumed his presentation of the committee’s written report, after which the complainant was given a

further opportunity to address the court and answer questions.
- The Southfield delegates informed the court that they would be abstaining from the vote, after which

Recommendation 2  carried without vocal dissent, meaning that the complaint was not sustained.55

- The moderator explained to the complainant his rights and options regarding an appeal to synod.
- It was moved, seconded, and carried to dismiss the committee, after which it was moved, seconded, and carried to

receive the report.
- It was moved, seconded, and carried that presbytery leave executive session at 8:55 p.m., at which time the

moderator resumed the chair from the previous moderator.

62. DISSENT FROM A PREVIOUS ACTION
Frank Smith read aloud his written dissent from the action of the court on the previous day to adopt Recommendation
4 from the clerk’s report (See Footnote 5 above.)

 Rec. 1C (IRPC-OTD): That the hearing of the Anderson Compliant (GLG 23-2) be according to the following format: 52

5 minutes for the complaint, ten minutes for the defendant, and five additional minutes for the complainant, followed 
by ten minutes for debate, with provision for five minute extensions by simple majority. [AMENDED]

 Rec. 1C (IRPC-ORD) [Amended]: That the hearing of the Anderson Compliant (GLG 23-2) be scheduled for a time 53

certain tomorrow according to the following format: 5 minutes for the complaint, ten minutes for the defendant, and 
five additional minutes for the complainant, followed by ten minutes for debate, with provision for five minute 
extensions by simple majority. [CARRIED]

 Rec. 1 (BUSCOM): [That] The GLG Presbytery permits Mr. Allison to address the court for up to 10 minutes 54

concerning this complaint. [CARRIED]

 Rec. 2 (BUSCOM): That the GLG Presbytery not sustain this complaint. [CARRIED]55
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63. MOTION TO EXTEND THE TIME (Carried)
It was moved, seconded, and carried to extend the time to hear the treasurer’s report and the reading of the minutes.

64. TREASURER’S REPORT
Mark Hart presented the treasurer’s report on behalf of presbytery treasurer, Jim Bishop, after which it was moved,
seconded, and carried to receive the report.

65. PERSONAL PRIVILEGE
The clerk asked Mr. Hart’s forgiveness for inadvertently forgetting to invite him forward to give his report earlier in the
evening, as he had previously promised to Mr. Hart.

66. READING OF PREVIOUS MINUTES
Mr. Kuehner read the minutes, after which it was moved, seconded, and carried to adopt the minutes as amended.

67. EVENING RECESS
The moderator recessed the court in prayer for the evening at 9:37 p.m.

BUSINESS SESSION #6 (Sat 3/4 @ 8:30 a.m.) 
68. CALL TO ORDER
The moderator called the court to order at 8:33 a.m., reconvening the court in the name of Jesus, the only King and
Head of the church.

69. ATTENDANCE
The assistant clerk took visual attendance, confirming that a quorum was present.

70. MODERATOR APPOINTMENTS
The moderator noted that Adam Doerr will replace Joel Hart on the Borg Resolution Committee. The assistant clerk
communicated to Bob Bibby that he will chair that committee, and Mr. Bibby agreed to this assignment.

71. CANDIDATES AND CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE REPORT — Continued
Adam Niess resumed his presentation of the Candidates and Credentials Committee report.

EVIDENCE OF PROGRESS SERMON — J. JOHNSON (Unanimously Sustained) 
Mr. Joe Johnson came forward to preach his evidence of progress sermon, read Romans 1:1-7, preached from the text 
on the Good News of the Gospel (The Promise of the News, The Son of the News, The Spread of the News), and called 
upon God’s name in prayer, after which the court sang Psalm 103D in praise to God, offered comments from the floor, 
and unanimously sustained the exam by roll call vote. 

It was moved, seconded, and carried to receive the Candidates and Credentials Committee report as a whole. 

72. COMPLAINT HEARING (GLG 23-2): ANDERSON v. IRPC SESSION
Frank Smith, chairman of the IRPC Committee (of the Day), introduced the hearing of the Anderson Complaint.
- It was moved and seconded to enter executive session. This motion was discussed on the floor, and was defeated by

a vote of 12-17.
- Wade Mann reminded all those present in the room of the presbytery’s policy which prohibits audio or video

recordings of these proceedings without express permission from the court.

The complainant, Shawn Anderson, delivered his first five minute presentation, after which the respondent, Matt 
Wilburn, delivered his ten minute presentation, followed by the complainant, Mr. Anderson, who delivered his five 
minute closing statement, at which point the moderator instructed the court that it had ten minutes for deliberation 
and decision by way of questions and comments. 
- During this ten minute period, it was moved and seconded that presbytery hereby sustains Specification 1 of the

complaint against the actions of the IRPC session in that it violated the synod’s upholding of Mr. Olivetti’s censure of
suspension of church membership privileges, and that presbytery hereby annuls the decision to admit Jared Olivetti
to the Lord’s Table.
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- This motion (Motion 1A) was divided into Part 1A  and Part 1B , with Motion 1A remaining before the court. 56 57

- Discussion continued, at which point a speaker directed a question to one of the parties for clarification regarding a 
comment made in his presentation, after which a point of order was raised to limit discussion to the motion itself, 
which was upheld by the moderator. 

- It was moved, seconded, and carried to lay on the table the discussion of Motion 1A, in order to debate and discuss 
the complaint as specified in the original motion, after which the court will return to the motion on the floor. 

- The complaint was discussed, along with questions for Mr. Anderson and Mr. Wilburn regarding their presentations. 
- It was moved, seconded, and carried to extend the time for five minutes, after which the discussion continued. 
- It was moved and seconded that presbytery refer the complaint to synod, after which this motion was discussed and 

defeated by a vote of 7-21, with James Odom registering his dissent, and the court returning to discuss Motion 1A. 

73. MID-SESSION BREAK 
The court took its midsession break at 10:27 a.m. and resumed the meeting at 10:48 a.m., at which time the moderator 
called the court to order with the singing of Psalm 105A, and announced that the court would briefly take up a motion 
with respect to the Sparta congregation. 

74. MOTION FROM THE FLOOR 
It was moved, seconded, and carried to receive the Sparta congregational report without hearing an oral report, 
thereby referring their recommendation for a provisional elder to the Nominating Committee. 

75. COMPLAINT HEARING (GLG 23-2): ANDERSON v. IRPC SESSION — Continued 
The court resumed its discussion of the motion previously on the floor regarding the Anderson Complaint. 
- It was moved, seconded, and carried to call the previous question, and this carried by two-thirds majority. 
- Motion 1A carried by a vote of 28-1, thereby sustaining Specification 1 of the Anderson Complaint (GLG 23-2), with 

James Odom registering his dissent from this action.  58

- Motion 1B of the motion came before the court, after which it was moved, seconded, and carried to amend the 
motion to add the phrase “and instruct the lower court to not continue to allow him to come to the Lord’s Table.” 

- The amended version of Motion 1B  carried, with James Odom registering his dissent. 59

76. IRPC COMMITTEE (OTD) REPORT — Continued 
Frank Smith resumed his presentation of the IRPC Committee (of the Day) report, bringing before the court the 
committee’s second recommendation (Rec. 2),  which was discussed and carried. 60

- The court proceeded to discuss the committee’s third recommendation (Rec. 3),  which carried, with James Odom 61

registering his dissent. 

 Motion 1A (23-2 Hearing): That presbytery hereby sustains Specification 1 of the complaint against the actions of 56

the IRPC session in that it violated the synod’s upholding of Mr. Olivetti’s censure of suspension of church membership 
privileges. [CARRIED] 

 Motion 1B (23-2 Hearing): That presbytery hereby annuls the decision to admit Jared Olivetti to the Lord’s Table. 57

[AMENDED]

 James Odom’s Dissent: “It belongs to the session alone to admit to membership in the church” (DCG-1-2, D-2). The 58

local session is in charge of the table (DPW-3-11, F-13). Therefore it is out of order for a higher court, without being in 
the member's presence, and thereby lacking necessary evidence to make the determination that a member's “manner of 
life is notably inconsistent with their Christian profession,” to exercise a prior restraint upon a session to exclude a 
member from the table.   Such an order creates a potential conflict of vows for both the session in charge of the table 
and the member obligated by vow to observe the appointed sacraments. By offering this as a sanction (BOD-4-1-C, 
E-5), the Constitution thereby contains a potential conflict. Synod has taken original jurisdiction, imposed this conflict, 
and therefore should be responsible for discipline in  this matter and potential response to conflict of laws.

 Motion 1B (23-2 Hearing) [Amended]: That presbytery hereby annuls the decision to admit Jared Olivetti to the 59

Lord’s Table, and instruct the lower court to not continue to allow him to come to the Lord’s Table. [CARRIED]

 Rec. 2 (IRPC-OTD): That presbytery receive Mr. Odom’s petition (GLG 23-8) for information. [CARRIED]60

 Rec. 3 (IRPC-OTD): That presbytery hereby rebukes elders Sam Carr and Josh Karshen for voting to admit Jared 61

Olivetti to the Lord’s Table. [CARRIED]
 of 15 18

15 of 235



2023 GLGP Spring Meeting Agenda 
Indianapolis, IN — March 2-4, 2023

- It was moved, seconded, and carried that presbytery instruct the IRPC session not to admit Jared Olivetti to the 
Lord’s Table until the synod’s censure of suspension is lifted. James Odom registered his dissent. 

- It was moved (but failed to receive a second) that presbytery instruct the IRPC Resolution Committee to follow up 
with the IRPC session on the rebuke issued by the court, and report back to the presbytery with its counsel at its next 
meeting. 

- It was moved and seconded that presbytery create a three-man AIC-appointed shepherding committee to follow up 
with the IRPC session on the rebuke issued by the court, and report back to the presbytery with its counsel at its next 
meeting. This motion was defeated by a vote of 10-15. 

- It was moved, seconded, and carried to approve the report of the IRPC Committee (OTD). 

77. MOTION FROM THE FLOOR (Carried) 
It was moved and seconded that a three-man AIC-appointed committee evaluate the differences between the 
forgiveness granted at this meeting to Mr. Borg and the response to requests for forgiveness made at previous meetings. 
- A point of order was raised that this motion is new business and is not germane, at which point the moderator ruled 

that the motion is germane, after which the motion carried. 

78. FINANCE COMMITTEE 
Joel Hart presented the Finance Committee report, bringing its recommendations before the court. 
- Recommendation 1  carried. 62

- Recommendation 2  carried. 63

- Recommendation 3  carried. 64

- Recommendation 4  carried. 65

- It was moved, seconded, and carried to receive the report as a whole. 

79. COVFAMIKOI CONFERENCE COMMITTEE REPORT 
Ken Nelson presented the report of the COVFAMIKOI Conference Committee, noting that the 2022 attendance was 
about 100 less than the previous conference, and announcing that the 2023 conference will be held on July 15-20 with 
Rev. George Gregory as the main speaker. 
- It was moved, seconded, and carried to receive the report as a whole. 

80. TIME AND PLACE COMMITTEE REPORT  
Ian Wise presented the report of the Time and Place Committee, bringing its recommendation before the court: “That 
next year’s spring meeting be held at Second RP from February 29 to March 2, 2024.” This motion carried, thereby 
setting the time and place for next year’s spring presbytery meeting. 

81. NOMINATING COMMITTEE REPORT 
Ken Nelson presented the report of the Nominating Committee, providing some points of explanation, and bringing the 
committee’s recommendations before the court. 
- Recommendation 1  carried. 66

- Recommendation 2  was referred to the AIC. 67

- It was moved, seconded, and carried to receive the report as a whole, which is as follows. 

 Rec. 1 (FinCom): That the Selma RP church be exempted from an assessment for 2023. [CARRIED]62

 Rec. 2 (FinCom): That the monthly stipend for seminary students be raised from $300/month to $500/month. 63

[CARRIED]

 Rec. 3 (FinCom): That the complete funds for budget items pertaining to the CYPU be funded on a quarterly basis. 64

[CARRIED]

 Rec. 4 (FinCom): That the budget as proposed be adopted. [CARRIED]65

 Rec. 1 (NomCom): That presbytery adopt the following slate of names as proposed in the report. [CARRIED]66

 Rec. 2 (NomCom): That presbytery appoint a provisional elder for Sparta RPC. [CARRIED]67

 of 16 18
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2023 GLGP Spring Meeting Agenda 
Indianapolis, IN — March 2-4, 2023

Ad Interim Commission 
Shawn Anderson (Ch) 

Jerry Porter 
G. Scott Damerow

Aaron Hartzler
Alejandro Ramirez 

Cand. & Cred. Comte 
Class of 2025 

Joel Hart 
Rich Holdeman 
Adam Kuehner 

Class of 2024 
Adam Niess (Ch) 

Jonathan Schaefer 
Ian Wise 

Home Mission Board Rep. 
Josh Smith 

Church Extension Comte 
Nathan Eshelman 

Jason Camery 
Bryan Dage 

Financial Officers 
Treasurer: Jim Bishop 

Asst. Treasurer: Mark Hart 

Membership Comte 
Frank Smith (Ch) 
Philip McCollum 
Chris Stockwell 

Interim Moderators 
Selma: Adam Niess 

Provisional Elders 
Sparta: Open 

Visitation Committees 
Southwest Ohio RP 
Adam Doerr (Ch) 
Jeff Brotherton 
David Schisler 

Southfield 
Wade Mann (Ch) 
Brentt VanSickle 

Russell Lodge 

Inter-Church Liaison 
Dick Knodel 

Synod Finance Comte 
Jon Hughes 

Geneva Board of 
Corporators Rep. 

Phil Pockras 

Atlanta TGB 
Steven Work (Ch) 
G. Scott Damerow

Frank Smith
Dick Knodel
Tim Vincze
T.J. Pastille

Covfamikoi Conf. Comte 
Director: Ken Nelson 

Manager: Ross Cerbus 
Advisory: J. Schaefer, N. 

Eshelman, D. Hanson 

CYPU Board 
Class of 2025 

Bryan Planalp (Pres.) 
Anna Roberts (Treas.) 

Kevin Duffy 
Aaron Murray 
Class of 2024 

Joy Whitt 

CYPU Director 
Steve Rhoda 

Youth Min. of Synod Rep. 
Steve & Mary Rhoda 

82. RESOLUTION OF THANKS COMMITTEE
Chris Stockwell presented the Resolution of Thanks Committee report, after which the resolution  was adopted.68

83. PERSONAL PRIVILEGE
David Whitla shared a point of personal privilege, announcing that Professor Ted Donnelly had passed into glory earlier
that day, and read a statement  from the Donnelly family.69

84. ASSISTANT CLERK’S REPORT — Continued
The assistant clerk read his report, which is as follows:
- The Minute Books were all reviewed electronically and the following books were stamped with counsel: Atlanta (one

set of signatures still needed), Belle Center, Bloomington (signatures needed), Elkhart, Lafayette, Marion, Second
Indianapolis (Get a proper Minute Book), Southfield, Southside, Southwest Ohio, Sycamore, Terre Haute, Orlando.

- The following Minute Books were not stamped or signed: Columbus, Hetherton, Immanuel, Sparta, Westminster.
- The Minutes of the disorganized congregations of Christ Church and Grand Rapids were stamped and signed. There

are seven missing signatures from Grand Rapids. These Minutes will be sent to RP Archives to be stored.
- It was moved, seconded, and carried to receive the report.

 Resolution of Thanks: Whereas the Southside Indianapolis Reformed Presbyterian Church has generously hosted the 68

Spring meeting of the Great Lakes/Gulf Presbytery with great charity and much kindness; Whereas SSRPC has shared 
with us their wonderful building to aid the fulfillment of our agenda over three days; Whereas SSRPC has welcomed us 
warmly, fed us fully, and housed us hospitably; Whereas SSRPC has served the Church well to advance the Kingdom of 
Christ; Now therefore, we offer to our beloved sister church our heart-felt gratitude, expressing our deep appreciation 
for the blessings they have bestowed upon us; and we offer to God our thanksgiving for SSRPC; along with our prayers 
that our great God and Father will prosper the Gospel ministry in Indianapolis, sustaining by His Word and Spirit our 
fathers and mothers, and brothers and sisters, of SSRPC, for their continued faithfulness and fruitfulness unto the 
coming of the Kingdom of Christ on earth until His glorious return to make all things new. — Chris Stockwell 
(Reformed Presbyterian Church of Lafayette) Robert Daniels (Elkhart Reformed Presbyterian Church) Alejandro 
Ramirez (Orlando Reformed Presbyterian Church)

 Statement: “Our beloved husband & Dad passed peacefully into glory early this afternoon. We are so thankful that 69

his suffering is now over and he is at home with his Saviour. We thank you for your continued prayers & care during 
this time. Lorna, Catherine, Ruth & Warren, John & Sarah. 2 Timothy 4:7, “I have fought the good fight, I have finished 
the race, I have kept the faith.”

 of 17 18
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2023 GLGP Spring Meeting Agenda 
Indianapolis, IN — March 2-4, 2023

85. READING OF PREVIOUS MINUTES
The assistant clerk read the minutes from the current business session, after which it was moved, seconded, and carried
to adopt them as amended.

86. PRAYER OF ADJOURNMENT
The court sang Psalm 133B and the moderator adjourned the court with prayer at 12:05 p.m. in the name of Jesus
Christ, the King and Head of the Church.
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THIS SECTION WAS INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK. 
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Psalm 80: Restore us, O LORD God of Hosts 
Rev. Dr. Nathan Eshelman  

There’s a certain level of honesty that is needed when we assess where we are as a 
presbytery. It has been said that in the last several years—a vacuum of leadership has 
happened among us—and this has caused us to ask who we are as a presbytery. 
There was a time when Roy Blackwood was younger and this presbytery was being 
built by church planting and discipleship. RB told the story of Second Indy growing and 
their session requesting money from the synod for chairs and psalters and the synod 
told them no. Church planting was a new idea for many.  

In the more recent history of the Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery, we have seen Dave Long 
rather surprisingly die; Gordon Keddie retired, stayed away from the courts of the 
church, and then got quite ill. Rich Holdeman got cancer and that changed some plans 
for sure. We saw Barry York go to seminary, later followed by Keith Evans and David 
Whitla taking away from leadership in our congregations.  We have had something of 
an unspoken divide between the larger congregations which are suburban and our 
smaller ones that are urban or rural. That’s been described to me, rightly or wrongly, as 
a “power struggle.” We may have some differing views on subscription issues—leading 
to some saying that we have two different systems of doctrine among ourselves; that 
blossomed in a very cantankerous exam process of Sam Ketcham, which furthered the 
divide and added fuel to our fires. 


Over the last couple of years we have been plagued with the issues surrounding 
Michael Lefebvre and Jared Olivetti, both of whom are no longer pastoring. We have 
seen ruling elders that we trusted removed from office, including one who was a father 
in the presbytery. We have seen a dark satanic attack and fleshy abuse upon children. 
The last three moderators have either resigned or suffered serious health problems 
while serving. We have watched the closures of several churches, the last two being 
Christ Church and Grand Rapids. The name of the presbytery has been dragged 
through the proverbial mud in the press, lawsuits have occurred, relationships have 
been fractured. Immanuel voted to leave the denomination; JF resigned and deaths 
have shocked us and caused us to hurt and meditate deeply: Eric Bibby and Jon Held 
being the most recent. 


In the meantime, not one church has been planted in about a decade and various 
relationships are fractured—within leadership and within the presbytery’s 
congregations and families. Most recently we refused to celebrate to sacrament of the 
Lord’s Supper together; it didn’t happen although it was tentatively scheduled. 


Many of you sit here today exhausted in your ministry, experiencing a certain level of 
distrust; maybe you brought a new ruling elder delegate with you and are secretly 
embarrassed; maybe shamed to be a part of this or at least saddened by the last 
several years of our presbytery culture and ministry.  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Some of you here can still hear Roy Blackwood’s voice when I say, “Christ will built his 
church,” but maybe that auditory memory is fading distantly as the noise of where we 
are rings in your ears. Is that truth fading among us? Do we believe or do we merely 
long to believe?  
 
What do we need as a presbytery? Fathers and brothers, I want to draw your attention 
to Psalm 80 and I would refer you to the refrain of the Psalm that is said three times in 
Psalm 80. 


“Restore us, O God; Cause Your face to shine, And we shall be saved!”  

What do we need as the Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery of the RPCNA—what do you 
need as an officer within this presbytery?  
 
“Restore us, O God; Cause Your face to shine, And we shall be saved!” I would like to 
meditate on this Psalm with you and apply it to our context. 


The Psalm itself is a difficult Psalm. It is Psalm that laments, that cries out, that is filled 
with despair as the ancient church of the time lay fractured, discouraged, and broken.  
 
Why did this happen? 

Why would God allow for this to occur? 

What is God doing among us? 

Why has he allowed us to get this low? 


This Psalm unfolds  our need and our remedy, presbytery. We need to own this Psalm 
as a song of Zion for us and our time. 


A Plea of Faith 

I want to draw your attention in the first place to verses 1-3. “Give ear, O Shepherd of 
Israel, You who lead Joseph like a flock; You who dwell between the cherubim, shine 
forth! Before Ephraim, Benjamin, and Manasseh, Stir up Your strength, And come and 
save us!”  
 
In these verses we see firstly “a plea of faith;” our first heading is a plea of faith. 
Someone may say that the Psalm is dark and depressing and maybe even from a place 
of unbelief or lack of assurance—but I want you to see that despite the dark nature of 
the Psalm—as his experience among the people of God has been dark—he cries out to 
God from a place of faith. There’s some markers here. 

 
Notice the word “shepherd” in verse 1. The word shepherd is a sweet word in the text 
that shows that the psalmist is trusting and pleading by faith. For it was the shepherd 
that brought these sheep through the valley of the shadow of death. There is darkness, 
trials, difficulty, enemies—and yet the plea of faith says: “Hear us O shepherd. Hear us 
O shepherd.” 
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Despite the troubles, the psalmist does not step off of the fact that God’s presence is 
known and there is an experiential component to this plea of faith.  Look again at verse 
1: ”You who lead Joseph like a flock; You who dwell between the cherubim, shine 
forth!” 


We see an acknowledgment of the leadership of the Shepherd over the church: you 
lead Joseph like a flock. 


And we see the experiential reality of the people of God: he reigns between the 
cherubim and the with the benediction of God—that great glory that comes down to us 
though his word—glory pouring forth down from his throne. 

 
Only through the mercy seat, that place of atonement, does the psalmist come—and 
here he experiences the presence of God. And as he experiences this trouble and cries 
out for help from a place of faith: “Stir up, O Lord. Stir up, and save!” 


The word “stir” can also be translated as "turn.” Turn us O Lord. Not turn the 
circumstances. Not turn the hearts of the guy next to me. Not turn a blind eye to our 
problems or our maltreatments of one another: “Turn us towards you, O Lord that we 
might be saved.” Turn. Convert. Grant repentance. Stir and turn. 


One late-medieval writer said, “Convert our rebellious wills to thee… show thy 
countenance that we may know thee; show thy power that we may fear thee; show thy 
wisdom that we may reverence thee; show thy goodness that we may love thee.” —
Savonarola


This plea of faith is a plea for Jesus to come to his church and to stir her up—to turn 
her—to convert and save her. The experiential realities of God’s presence is known and 
his shepherding is acknowledged. 

 
A Posture of Brokenness 

 
But in the mist of this faith—things are not right. Things are not good. The people of 
God—are broken. In the second place I want you to notice verses 4-13 and 16. 
Secondly we see “a posture of brokenness.”


“O Lord God of hosts, How long will You be angry Against the prayer of Your people? 
You have fed them with the bread of tears, And given them tears to drink in great 
measure. You have made us a strife to our neighbors, And our enemies laugh among 
themselves. 

You have brought a vine out of Egypt; You have cast out the nations, and planted it. You 
prepared room for it, And caused it to take deep root, And it filled the land. The hills 
were covered with its shadow, And the mighty cedars with its boughs. She sent out her 
boughs to the Sea, And her branches to the River. Why have You broken down her 
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hedges, So that all who pass by the way pluck her fruit? The boar out of the woods 
uproots it, And the wild beast of the field devours it. It is burned with fire, it is cut down; 
They perish at the rebuke of Your countenance.”


It is as if the psalmist—Asaph—as a prophet—speaks on behalf of the entire church 
and he says: we have two problems:  
 
1. Spiritual depression.  
2. A broken witness.

 
As a church we are broken and downtrodden, O Lord. Notice how the psalmist comes 
to this understanding of spiritual depression. Look at verses 4-5, “O Lord God of hosts, 
How long will You be angry Against the prayer of Your people? You have fed them with 
the bread of tears,  
And given them tears to drink in great measure.”  


From the experience of the church, the Lord is angry and against the prayers of his 
people—he is feeding them bread and drink in an abundance of tears—the church is in 
a posture of brokenness.

 
Within this posture of brokenness, the public witness of the church has been trampled 
and made of no effect. Verse 6 says the church is a strife to the neighbors and a 
laughingstock of the enemies of God. 


You see fathers and brothers, the experience of the posture of brokenness that Asaph 
experiences is quite similar to your experience—our experience as a presbytery. 


Our pride has been trampled. 

Many spirits have been broken. 

Ministers contemplate other vocations. 

Elders question the value of voluntary service. 

Friends have turned on friends. 

Has our voice been quieted? 

Neighbors laugh in scorn. 


Fathers and brothers—we are nothing and we have been been brought low. We are 
broken and in need of repair. We are confounded and left bewildered. 


We are unhappy in the most biblical sense. 


And we ask ourselves why? 

Why are we spiritually depressed? 

Why do we have a broken witness? 

What can help us to grasp this more deeply?  
 
It is all so overwhelming—who can even grasp what Asaph contemplates? 
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For clarity, by way of illustration, Asaph says to you: “The church is a garden. God 
himself planted the vines and they grew tall. There was a time when the roots were 
deep and the soil was rich. Even when you looked up to the hills—the shadows that 
came from this garden were cast high—for the vine was extraordinary and all knew of 
her glory.” 

 
Some of you men were here then. Some of you have been through days of glory and 
days of rich soil and days of great harvest and days when you would walk into synod 
and there in the depths of your chest you knew that you were part of something special 
that God was doing—for you were men of “the GLG.”


But the illustration of Asaph goes on: Her hedges are broken down. People are walking 
by and plucking her fruit. Wild boars have made their way into the garden and are 
gnawing the vines—destroying her. Fires have come and burned the garden and so 
much of it was in need of being cut down.  
 
The garden that once was glorious is now in need of total repair. 


Why’d this happen, pastors? Why did this happen, elders?


Are you angry that it has occurred? Are you ready for extending discipline and 
admonishment? Are you discouraged; spiritually depressed; with a broken witness?  
 
The psalmist bypasses the excuses and the blame and the shifting of guilt—and he 
goes right to the doctrine of God’s providential care over his church.  
 
“For God has done this.” 
 
It is outside of my purpose in this sermon to interpret this providence for us—why has 
all this happened? I will not propound the mysteries of who is to blame and what year 
things turned and which deaths are noteworthy and what appointments and pulpit 
exchanges effected the life the Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery the most—but I will say 
this, which is found within the Psalm and is the most consistent and best doctrine 
related to God’s providential care: God has done this. God did this. 

 
Notice that? Look at the psalm.  
 
You are angry.  
You have fed them with tears.  
You have made us a strife.  
You brought forth the vine.  
You caused it to deeply root.  
You caused it to grow. 

You broke down her hedges.  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Did you hear that? You broke down her hedges.  
 
God has done this, presbytery. God has done this. So what ought we to do?  

Concerning spiritual depression, Martyn Lloyd Jones once said, “Go directly to God 
and seek His face, as the little child who is miserable and unhappy because somebody 
else has taken or broken his toy… So if you and I find ourselves afflicted by this 
condition, there is only one thing to do, it is to go to Him, If you seek the Lord Jesus 
Christ and find Him there is no need to worry about your happiness and your joy. He is 
our joy and our happiness, even as He is our peace. He is life, He is everything… Seek 
Him, seek His face…”  —Spiritual Depression 


A Promise of Visitation 

And this exactly where the psalmist goes next. We see thirdly, “A promise of visitation.” 
A promise of visitation… We see this in verses 14-15 and 17-19. 


“Return, we beseech You, O God of hosts; Look down from heaven and see, And visit 
this vine And the vineyard which Your right hand has planted… Let Your hand be upon 
the man of Your right hand, Upon the son of man whom You made strong for Yourself. 
Then we will not turn back from You, Revive us, and we will call upon Your name.”  
 
And then that refrain that appears three times: “Restore us, O Lord God of hosts; 
Cause Your face to shine, And we shall be saved!”


The promise here is a promise that when the God of hosts—the Lord of armies visits 
his vine that promise of revival will come. Restore us. Cause your face to shine! We 
shall be saved. 


As God is here called upon to look down from heaven upon his church we are shown 
that this is a Christ-centered promise that Jesus Christ will be at the center of our 
restoration and our revival of visitation from the Lord. The revival needed as a 
presbytery is a great visitation from the Spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ. 


David Dickson once said, “Neither the church… needeth any more security for their 
stability and perpetuation, but Christ; for now when the vineyard is burnt, and the 
visible church defaced…Let thy hand be upon the man of thy right hand, upon the son 
of man whom thou madest strong for thyself… The perpetuity of the church… is 
founded upon the sufficiency of Christ…Let thy hand be upon the man of thy right 
hand; so will not we go back from thee.” —Psalm 80 Commentary


When Christ stands to restore this vine—when this promise of perseverance and 
promised prosperity is realized through the church throwing herself at the love and 
mercy and restorative graces of this Christ—then we own this promise: “Restore us, O 
Lord God of hosts; Cause Your face to shine, And we shall be saved!”
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Christ restores his church—visitation and revival come through him.


Brothers, this is our greatest need as a presbytery—this is our greatest need as we 
walk through the darkness together with the Great Shepherd as our guide: Christ will 
stand and restore. Christ will stand and shine his face. Christ will stand and we will be 
restored. 


I want to leave us with five applications as we go into this meeting this weekend. Five 
applications for us to examine and to own as the great needs that flow from this 
gloriously dark and lamenting psalm. 

 
One: God has done this: he has broken us and humbled us. No matter what we believe 
are the reasons—we can be assured that where we are as a presbytery comes from his 
very fatherly hand. Answer 27 of the Heidelberg Catechism says, “Providence is the 
almighty and ever present power of God by which he upholds, as with his hand, 
heaven and earth and all creatures, and so rules them that leaf and blade, rain and 
drought, fruitful and lean years, food and drink, health and sickness, prosperity and 
poverty—all things, in fact, come to us not by chance but from his fatherly hand.” 


I would call upon you to search your hearts—to confess this great truth and be 
humbled before God. For God has broken pride and self-reliance.  
 
Two: Revival in our presbytery is needed: the refrain is for you to own. Meditate often 
this weekend on this great cry of Asaph: "“Restore us, O Lord God of hosts; Cause 
Your face to shine, And we shall be saved!” Own it, plea for it, confess the need for it, 
pray earnestly for it. How often do we have not because we ask not—Revive us O 
Lord. For we have come to the end of ourselves. There will be times this weekend 
when we need to pause and sing—own this psalm. Cry for God to visit this his vine! 

  
Three: In dark providences we are called here to look to Christ. In the midst of 
darkness the shepherd will stand and shine his light upon us. We must not give up and 
we must not lose heart—we instead must provide our hearts promptly and sincerely to 
Jesus Christ—and to look to him as our only hope as a presbytery.  
 
Four: It is no surprise to any of you that we are in need of aid from on high; we need 
Christ’s presence in our presbytery—maybe now more than ever. We need to be 
restored. Often we think we can manipulate and “fix” our problems but God calls us to 
plead rather than provoke. It is time to put aside provocation and begin to plead. 
Would you plead with me? The time of provocation is behind us—we now need to 
plead.  
 
 
Five: Know that when we have repented, when we’ve turned, Christ will carry us 
through. We are broken—we are a bruised reed among those that stand. Thomas 
Watson once said, “The Lord has always been most solicitous for his bruised ones. As 
the mother is most careful of her children who are weak and sickly, He shall gather the 
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lambs with his arm, and carry them in his bosom. Those who have been spiritually 
bruised, who like lambs are weakly and tender, Christ will carry in the arms of free 
grace.” —Godly Man’s Picture


Friends, it is time to let Christ carry us—for we are are broken, yet there is a cry for 
visitation—carry us, O Lord. 


Brothers, we must plead by faith. We must confess our posture of brokenness. We 
must cry out for the promise of visitation. 

Revive us, O Lord.  

One hundred years ago in the Presbyterian Church, the midst of great controversy and 
conflict, J. Gresham Machen asked this very important question:  

“Is there no refuge from strife? Is there no place of refreshing where a man can prepare 
for the battle of life? Is there no place where two or three can gather in Jesus' name, to 
forget for the moment all those things that divide … to forget human pride, to forget the 
passions of war, to forget the puzzling problems of…strife, and to unite in overflowing 
gratitude at the foot of the Cross?”  

He answered that question by saying, “If there be such a place, then that is the house 
of God and that the gate of heaven. And from under the threshold of that house will go 
forth a river that will revive the weary world.” —Christianity and Liberalism  

Restore us, O Lord God of hosts; Cause Your face to shine, And we shall be saved!  

Restore us, O Lord God of hosts; Cause Your face to shine, And we shall be saved! 

Restore us, O Lord God of hosts; Cause Your face to shine, And we shall be saved!  

Amen. 

28 of 235



29 of 235



30 of 235



31 of 235



32 of 235



33 of 235



34 of 235



35 of 235



36 of 235



37 of 235



38 of 235



39 of 235



40 of 235



41 of 235



42 of 235



43 of 235



44 of 235



45 of 235



46 of 235



47 of 235



48 of 235



49 of 235



50 of 235



51 of 235



52 of 235



53 of 235



54 of 235



55 of 235



56 of 235



57 of 235



58 of 235



59 of 235



60 of 235



61 of 235



62 of 235



63 of 235



64 of 235



65 of 235



66 of 235



67 of 235



68 of 235



69 of 235



70 of 235



71 of 235



72 of 235



73 of 235



74 of 235



75 of 235



76 of 235



77 of 235



78 of 235



79 of 235



80 of 235



81 of 235



82 of 235



83 of 235



84 of 235



85 of 235



86 of 235



87 of 235



88 of 235



89 of 235



90 of 235



91 of 235



92 of 235



93 of 235



94 of 235



95 of 235



96 of 235



97 of 235



98 of 235



99 of 235



100 of 235



101 of 235



102 of 235



103 of 235



104 of 235



105 of 235



106 of 235



107 of 235



108 of 235



109 of 235



110 of 235



111 of 235



112 of 235



113 of 235



114 of 235



115 of 235



116 of 235



117 of 235



118 of 235



119 of 235



120 of 235



121 of 235



122 of 235



123 of 235



124 of 235



125 of 235



126 of 235



127 of 235



128 of 235



129 of 235



130 of 235



131 of 235



132 of 235



133 of 235



134 of 235



135 of 235



136 of 235



137 of 235



138 of 235



139 of 235



140 of 235



141 of 235



142 of 235



143 of 235



144 of 235



145 of 235



146 of 235



147 of 235



148 of 235



149 of 235



150 of 235



151 of 235



152 of 235



153 of 235



154 of 235



155 of 235



156 of 235



157 of 235



158 of 235



159 of 235



160 of 235



161 of 235



162 of 235



163 of 235



164 of 235



165 of 235



166 of 235



167 of 235



168 of 235



169 of 235



170 of 235



171 of 235



172 of 235



173 of 235



174 of 235



175 of 235



176 of 235



177 of 235



178 of 235



179 of 235



180 of 235



181 of 235



182 of 235



183 of 235



184 of 235



185 of 235



186 of 235



187 of 235



188 of 235



Distr. 3/2/23  of  1 2

The Clerk’s Report 
2022 GLGP Spring Mtg ~ Indianapolis, IN 

March 2-4, 2023 @ Southside RPC 

Dear Fathers & Brethren, 

As you can see, we have our work cut out for us yet again this spring. Thankfully, our labor is not in vain (1 Cor. 15:58). 

Oral Congregational Reports. Now that we have a stated fall meeting, we are able to begin hearing oral congregational reports again. This 
spring’s proposed agenda will include oral reports from about half of our congregations (plus the Atlanta TGB) in reverse alphabetical order.  
According to the proposed format, the remainder of the reports will be heard in June and/or at our stated fall meeting. 

Corporate Intercessory Prayer. Congregational prayer assignments are noted in the proposed agenda. Wherever possible, I tried to assign 
delegates to the congregation whose minutes they recently reviewed. Please look for your name in the proposed agenda so that you are 
prepared to lead in prayer at the appointed time. If you are unable to do so, please inform your alternate that they will need to fill in for you. 

Annual Congregational Financial Audits. It has come to my attention that many of our congregations may not be in full compliance with 
synod’s annual congregational financial auditing process (Appendix 1). Therefore, I am recommending that presbytery instruct its clerks to 
look into this matter and report back to the presbytery in the future. 

Assets of Disorganized Congregations. In light of the recent disorganizations at Christ Church RP and First RPC of Grand Rapids, we have a 
few  housekeeping matters to address. Bill Roberts is requesting our counsel on behalf of synod’s board of trustees (DCG 2.11, D-6) with 
respect to the remaining assets from CCRP.  Rec. 6 (below) seeks to provide this counsel, in keeping with the wishes of the former members. 1

I’ve also included an update from Steven Rhoda and Jake Schwartz concerning the steps taken since disorganization (Appendix 2). 

Minutes Review. The review of digital session/TGB minutes is nearly complete. As of 2/28/23, all minutes have been reviewed and found to 
be in lawful order except for Hetherton and IRPC. Session clerks must bring their minute books to the spring meeting to be stamped. 

Communications. Please note the following communications and subsequent recommendations. 
1. 22-22: Complaint v. GLGP from N. Enas & K. Swan re: GLGP’s recent adoption of a “permission to record” policy.
2. 22-23: Complaint v. GLGP from N. Enas re: GLGP’s decision to return his prior complaint v. CCRP Comm. (22-18) stemming from the

commission’s decision not to sustain his original complaint v. CCRP Session (22-15).
3. 23-1: Complaint v. IRPC Session from K. Borg re: admission of J. Olivetti to the L.S. while under suspension.
4. 23-2: Complaint v. IRPC Session from S. Anderson re: admission of J. Olivetti to the L.S., etc.
5. 23-3AB: Charge of Sin v. IRPC Session from K. Borg re: admission of J. Olivetti to the L.S., etc.
6. 23-4: Update from Synod’s Olivetti Commission regarding its ruling on 1/19/23 re: admission of J. Olivetti to the L.S., etc.
7. 23-5: Complaint v. Southfield Session from G. Allison re: session’s decision to schedule a trial.
8. 23-6: Request from J. Faris to transfer his ministerial credentials to Zionsville Fellowship Church.2
9. 23-7AB: Complaint v. IRPC Session from J. Smith re: a sermon illustration by Rev. Dan Perrin involving Christians & Muslims (Withdrawn)
10. 23-8: Communication from K. Evans re: Mr. Faris’ (apparent) email inviting folks to commune with Mr. Olivetti at IRPC.
11. 23-9: Petition from J. Odom regarding the situation at IRPC.
12. 23-10AB: Two letters from Rev. Dan Perrin (PCA), the latter explaining and qualifying the former.
13. 23-11: Communication from K. Borg confessing a private offense against the GLGP clerk.

RECOMMENDATIONS 
1. That presbytery appoint the following parliamentarians for this meeting: J. Odom, F. Smith, P. Pockras (alt), J. Hughes (alt), S. Rhoda

(alt), W. Mann (alt), J. Hart (alt).
2. That presbytery enter executive session in order to hear the rest of the clerk’s oral report and to consider Recommendations 3, 4, and 5.
3. That presbytery confirm its understanding that the clerk is authorized to “handle correspondence” and to “have charge of all the papers

and records belonging to the [court]” (DCG 4.4, D-28), meaning that, at the clerk’s discretion, due to the sensitive nature of certain

 Email to Clerk (2/10/23): Adam, The Trustees of Synod have a policy that money from the closing down of congregation is placed in the building 1

and loan fund of the denomination. There is an exception that the presbytery can request the funds be held for up to 5 years to support a new work of 
the presbytery in the vicinity of the closed congregation. The session at Christ Church wanted the funds from there to be set aside for a new work in 
Marion County or one of the eight counties in central Indiana that touch it. For it to be acted upon by the Trustees, it will need a formal request from 
the presbytery to be sent to the Trustees (i.e., Jim McFarland). I have heard nothing about Grand Rapids if they might want to reserve the funds for a 
new work in SW Michigan. You may know the answer to this question. If so, a formal request by the presbytery would also be needed to be sent to 
the Trustees. I am not planning on attending this meeting of the presbytery. ~ Bill Roberts

 23-6: “Dear Brothers of the CCC and AIC, The Lord has graciously granted me nearly twenty years of service as a pastor in the RPCNA. All of those 2

have been served in this presbytery. I am thankful to have been born, baptized, raised, married, ordained in this denomination. My children have been 
born and baptized here. Elizabeth and I are thankful for all that the Lord has done here and the people the Lord has used in our lives, including you. 
Most of all, we are thankful for the Lord himself. He's made us and redeemed us in Christ. He’s worked his grace in our hearts and given us newness 
of life. He’s given us his word to be believed and obeyed. We have never been more thankful for his word and Spirit than now. Seeking to be faithful 
to his word, the time has come for me to depart from the RPCNA and to move my credentials to Zionsville Fellowship Church in Zionsville, Indiana. 
This independent church is willing to receive me and my credentials as a presbyterian pastor. I remain presbyterian in my convictions, but at this time, 
I am not sure what presbyterian assembly I will join next. I do know that I will no longer be part of the RPCNA. You know well the disagreements I 
have with many actions of the RP church in recent years and how truly grieved I am over these. I can no longer be under the jurisdiction, and so need 
to move elsewhere now, even if not to another presbyterian body immediately. I still love the RP church & pray for her sanctification through the risen 
Savior. Please send a letter with my credentials to Drew Hunter, pastor of Zionsville Fellowship (9090 Oak St., Zionsville, NI 46077). In Christ, James”
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documents, he may restrict access and transmission of such documents to the presbytery delegates only, and that these restrictions 
constitute binding counsel tendered in the Lord (QFO 9), unless or until reversed or modified by the Presbytery or its Ad Interim 
Commission, such that anyone who willfully violates these restrictions, has sinned against the court and may be subject to censure. 

4. That presbytery, in keeping with the 2006 decision of GLGP and Synod (MoS, 142) to permit RPCL’s policy of discretionary access to
session minutes, confirm that a session clerk’s duty to “furnish extracts from the minutes when ordered by the court” (DCG 4.4, D-28), to
present session minutes “for review by the presbytery once a year” (DCG 4.5, D-29), to “transmit to the higher [court] all records and
papers pertaining to [a complaint]” (BOD II.4.4, E-16), and to ensure that “ordinarily… minutes of the session are open to members of
the congregation” (DCG 4.5, D-28) does not imply an unqualified or inalienable license for every individual to access or disseminate
every such record for every conceivable reason,  much less for non-members of the congregation and/or presbytery to procure previously3

unpublished or uncirculated minutes in an unauthorized manner for widespread publication without the court’s consent or knowledge.
5. That presbytery form a three-man committee, appointed by the moderator, to contact Rev. Kyle Borg, the Winchester RPC session, and the

Midwest Presbytery, respectively, on behalf of the GLGP to articulate our very serious concerns and ask that steps be taken in love to
effectively persuade Rev. Borg to publicly repent and receive the freely and eagerly offered forgiveness of the GLGP and the IRPC session
for his sin against these ecclesiastical bodies (not merely against the GLGP clerk) in admittedly publishing sensitive, password-protected
GLGP judicial records — submitted by the IRPC session to the GLGP in connection with Rev. Borg’s own complaint against them — on the
website, Peace, Purity, Progress, against the express instructions of the GLGP clerk.

6. That presbytery instruct the nominating committee to (A) Determine the congregations to be visited this year, (B) Consider the Geneva
College B.O.C. nomination of P. Pockras as GLGP Rep.,  (C) Replace the two departing members of the Membership Comte, (D) Replace4

the GLGP HMB Rep., (E) Nominate an IRPC provisional moderator, (F) Replace J. O’Neill as GLGP Rep. on Synod’s Finance Comte.
7. That presbytery instruct the incoming AIC to determine and disseminate the time and place for the fall meeting by 7/31/23.
8. That presbytery form a two-man committee, appointed by the moderator, to review the RPC of Lafayette’s pastoral call to Jonathan Sturm

and report back with its recommendation(s) later at this meeting.
9. That presbytery approve the following committee reports as submitted, without hearing oral reports: (A) Geneva College Board of Corp.’s

Report, (B) Fearing Chaplaincy Report, (C) Home Mission Board Rep. Report
10. That presbytery counsel the Synod Board of Trustees (DCG 2.11, D-6), in keeping with the wishes of the former CCRP congregation in

Brownsburg, Indiana, to hold the remaining funds from the disorganized CCRP congregation for up to five years for a new work in
Marion County or one of its eight bordering counties.

11. That presbytery transmit GLG 22-22 and GLG 22-23 to synod without endorsement.
12. That presbytery formally dismiss the CCRP Commission with thanks.
13. That presbytery instruct its clerks to look into the synod’s requirements for annual congregational financial audits and report back to the

presbytery no later than the spring of 2024.
14. That presbytery refer GLG 23-5 to the three-man, moderator-appointed Business Committee (OTD) [BUSCOM]  to examine the complaint5

(with pertinent records), to interact with the parties (as able), and to report back with its recommendation(s) later at this meeting.
15. That presbytery refer GLG 23-1, 23-2, 23-3, and 23-9 to a three-man, moderator-appointed IRPC Committee (OTD) to examine each

communication (with pertinent records) and report back with its recommendation(s) later at this meeting.
16. That presbytery refer GLG 23-8 to BUSCOM to advise whether or not its contents warrant any further action(s) by the presbytery (e.g.

BOD I.3.1/2, E-4; BOD II.1.3/4, E-9), and to report back with its recommendation(s) later at this meeting.
17. That presbytery, in response to Mr. Faris’ request “for his credentials to be sent to Zionsville Fellowship Church” (GLG 23-6), instruct the

clerk to send ZFC a letter of ministerial standing, but not to transfer Mr. Faris’ credentials to ZFC.6
18. That presbytery instruct the moderator to announce the following appointments by the start of Bus. Session 2 at the latest:

A. Business Comte of the Day [BUSCOM] (3)
B. IRPC Comte of the Day (3)
C. Nominating Committee (3)
D. Finance Committee (3)

E. Resolution of Thanks Committee (2)
F. Time and Place Committee (2)
G. Lafayette Call Review Comte (2)

19. That presbytery adopt the proposed agenda for this meeting.
20. That presbytery grant all RPCNA elders present the privilege of the floor during the remainder of this meeting.

Respectfully Submitted, 
Adam Kuehner, Clerk

 Even with regard to the parties in a judicial trial, excerpts from the trial minutes are limited to instances of practical necessity as discerned by the 3

court: “Parties are entitled to such extracts from the minutes as may be necessary in preparing an appeal” (BOD II.4.11, E-17). 

 Email to Clerk (2/14/23): “Dear Rev. Kuehner, On behalf of the Geneva College Board of Corporators’ Nominating Committee, we would like to 4

recommend Phil Pockras for re-election to the Board of Corporators as Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery Representative. We continue to thank God for 
Phil's faithful and wise service to the Corporators… Sincerely, Shana Milroy, Nominating Committee Chair”

 The Business Committee of the Day [BUSCOM] is designed to handle all types of business referred to it by the court: judicial and non-judicial. This 5

allows us to refer an item to BUSCOM without passing judgment in advance as to whether it involves a judicial or non-judicial matter. This same 
principle would apply to the ‘IRPC Committee of the Day’. The point is to avoid spinning our wheels over nomenclature during the clerk’s report, so 
that we have more time later in the meeting to discuss the well-digested thoughts and recommendations of our committees.

 Rationale: (1) In keeping with the historic principles of biblical presbyterianism, the RPCNA (DCG 3.II.E.5.i, D-21; DCG 6:2, D-31; DCG 6:13, D-33) 6

places the oversight of ministerial credentials in the hands of regional presbyteries rather than the minister himself, or a local church, such as ZFC; 
(2) A letter of standing would grant the substance of Mr. Faris’ request — i.e. facilitating whatever recognition he is seeking from ZBC, and enabling him
to request removal from the GLGP TE roll as soon as this is obtained — while remaining true to biblical presbyterianism. (3) In light of the possibility of
unresolved questions stemming from GLG 23-8, some may regard it as imprudent to transfer Mr. Faris’ credentials out of the RPCNA at this time.
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To the Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery of the RPCNA, 

The Book of Discipline states: 

The Presbyterian form of government provides for a gradation of courts whereby the lower is 
answerable to the higher. A decision of the lower court is subject to review and correction by a higher 
court. Any member of the church may carry his or her case through the lower courts even to the highest 
court for adjudication (II.4.1, E-15). 

The Complaint

Pursuant to this privilege, I am filing a complaint with the Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery against the session of the 
Immanuel Reformed Presbyterian Church. This complaint is relative to the action taken by the lower court on

December 3, 2022 to admit Mr. Jared Olivetti to the sacrament of the Lord’s Supper contrary to his lawful and 

continuing suspension by Synod from the privileges of church membership since March 10, 2022. 

In a communication on December 4, 2022 the session of Immanuel Reformed Presbyterian Church informed 
the Olivetti Commission of the following: 

The session has carefully weighed the options and discussed the consequences. As we stated in our 
meeting, we feel trapped between either violating our consciences or acting against the ruling of the 
church. The session is of the mind that it is God-honoring for the elders and for the congregation to 
follow the examples set before in scripture, even if it is not in compliance with the rulings of the church 
leadership. 

We understand this is not what is acceptable in the book of discipline. We understand what is at stake. 
What is at stake goes far beyond a pastor’s credentials or a group of elders who may or may not be in 
good standing with a denomination. Our standing before the Lord is of the utmost importance. 

Therefore, the session of IRPC has voted to allow Jared back to the Lord’s table. As seen clearly in 
scripture, this decision falls on the local elders who have direct oversight and knowledge enough to 
speak confidently into this matter. 

1 Complaint  to GLG | Action of IRPC Session
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Provisions for Complaint 
The right of complaint is reserved for “any interested persons” (II.4.3, E-15). My interest in this action pertains to 
my previous role in investigating Mr. Olivetti’s response to the sexual abuse situation at Immanuel RPC, and my 
participation in the orderly and lawful prosecution in the Synod of the RPCNA vs Mr. Jared Olivetti (March 8-10, 
2022). The ecclesiastical trial that was done in accord with the Scriptures and the Book of Discipline, resulted in 
Mr. Olivetti’s proven guilt and lawful censure — the same censure the action of the Immanuel session knowingly 
and willingly circumvented on December 3, 2022. In addition to this, the Scriptures warn of the corporate 
danger that may befall the church when the ordinances are not kept in a worthy manner, see 1 Corinthians 
11:30. 

The Book of Discipline also requires that “the complainant shall give notice to the lower court within 30 days” 
(II.4.3, E-15). On December 15, 2022 I gave notice of my intent to complain to Messrs. Sam Carr, Josh Karshen, 
and Matt Wilburn, together with the clerk of GLG, Mr. Adam Kuehner. Mr. Kuehner confirmed the receipt of that 
notice and copied the GLG Moderator Mr. Nathan Eshelman. 

Reasons for Complaint 
The Book of Discipline directs that with the complaint, the complainant shall give “the reasons therefor” (II.4.3, 
E-15). The reason for this complaint is because the aforementioned action of the Immanuel RPC session did not 

comport with the fundamental law or the law and order of the Reformed Presbyterian Church of North America, 

as Mr. Olivetti is under the lawful censure of the Synod of the RPCNA having been suspended from the privileges 

of membership. This is evidenced in the following ways: 

1. The action of the Immanuel RPC session pertained to a member who was suspended by the Synod of the 
RPCNA and whose suspension is not under the jurisdiction of the local session (see e.g. RPT 30.3, DCG 2.1, 
2.6, 2.9, 4.8, 8.1, 8.12, BOD I.1.6, Minutes of Synod 2021, Cumulative Minutes of the SJC, and Minutes of Synod 

2022). 
2. The action of the Immanuel RPC session was not done under or in accord or with the consent of the court 

that imposed the censure contrary to the fundamental law and the law and order of the church (see e.g. WCF 
31.3, WLC 109, RPT 30.3, DCG 2.1, 2.6, 4.7, 4.8, 8.1, 8.12, BOD I.4.3, I.6.2, I.6.6, II.3.13, and Minutes of Synod 

2022). 
3. The action of the Immanuel RPC session permitted one who is disqualified from participating in the 

sacrament of the Lord’s Supper to observe it contrary to the fundamental law and the law and order of the 
church (see e.g. WCF 29.8, 30.3, WLC 109, 173, DCG 4.7, 4.8, BOD I.4.3, I.6.2, DPW 3.11, Cumulative Minutes of the 

SJC, and Minutes of Synod 2022). 
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4. The action of the Immanuel RPC session threatened the spiritual welfare of Mr. Olivetti and the church 
contrary to the fundamental law and the law and order of the church (see e.g. WCF 29.8, 30.3, WLC 173, RPT 
30.1, DCG 4.7, BOD I.1.4, and DPW 3.11).  

The Westminster Confession of Faith states (emphases added): 
Wherefore, all ignorant and ungodly persons, as they are unfit to enjoy communion with Him, so are they 

unworthy of the Lord’s table; and cannot, without great sin against Christ while they remain such, partake of these 

holy mysteries, or be admitted thereunto (WCF 29.8). 

Church censures are necessary, for the reclaiming and gaining of offending brethren, for deterring of others from 
the like offences, for purging out of that leaven which might infect the whole lump, for vindicating the honour of 
Christ, and the holy profession of the Gospel, and for preventing the wrath of God, which might justly fall upon 

the Church, if they should suffer His covenant and the seals thereof to be profaned by notorious and obstinate 

offenders (WCF 30.3). 

It belongeth to synods and councils, ministerially to determine controversies of faith and cases of conscience, to 
set down rules and directions for the better ordering of the public worship of God, and government of His 
Church; to receive complaints in cases of maladministration, and authoritatively to determine the same: which 

decrees and determinations, if consonant to the Word of God, are to be received with reverence and submission; 

not only for their agreement with the Word, but also for the power whereby they are made, as being an ordinance 

of God appointed thereunto in His Word (WCF 31.3). 

The Westminster Larger Catechism states (emphases added): 
Q. 109: What are the sins forbidden in the second commandment? 
A: …all neglect, contempt, hindering, and opposing the worship and ordinances which God hath appointed. 

Q.173: May any who profess the faith, and desire to come to the Lord’s Supper, be kept from it? 
A: Such as are found to be ignorant or scandalous, notwithstanding their profession of the faith, and desire to 
come to the Lord’s Supper, may and ought to be kept from that Sacrament, by the power which Christ hath left in 

his Church, until they receive instruction, and manifest their reformation. 

The Testimony of the Reformed Presbyterian Church states (emphases added): 
Our Lord commanded church discipline, so no church which fails to exercise it where needed can hope for His 
blessing (RPT 30.1). 
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Official discipline is to be administered by the courts of the Church, not by elders individually. Such counsel and 
discipline should be received in a spirit of Christian submission (RPT 30.3) 

The Directory for Church Government states (emphases added): 
A congregation is organized on the basis of the standards of the Reformed Presbyterian Church and in conformity 

with its law and order (2.1, D-4). 

A congregation has certain other responsibilities among which are […] to be obedient in the Lord to the law and 
order of the Church (2.6, D-5). 

A particular responsibility of the session is to care for the spiritual interest of the congregation and of each 
member. Therefore, it shall maintain the ordinances of public worship in accordance with the principles of the 

church (4.7, D-29). 

The session is subordinate to the higher courts and shall be governed by their decisions (4.8, D-29). 

The Synod of the Reformed Presbyterian Church of North America is the highest court of the church […] It is 
responsible for the continuing reformation of the church in maintaining the subordinate standards of the church 
in harmony with the Scriptural truth and order. Its decisions are final, but its authority is limited by its subordinate 

standards (8.1, D-38). 

Synod, however, may assume original jurisdiction over all matters affecting the purity and welfare of the church, 

and may, without complaint or appeal, investigate and adjudicate any matter requiring its attention (8.12, D-41). 

The Book of Discipline states (emphases added): 
A church that does not follow our Lord’s commands regarding church discipline will certainly lose His blessing, 
deteriorating more and more in doctrine and in life (I.1.4, E-3). 

Deposition — This is the disciplinary removal of an ordained officer of the church from his office. It may also be 

accompanied by suspension from church privileges (I.4.1(d), E-5). 

The session may discipline a teaching elder as a member of the congregation, but its authority is limited to the 
censures of admonition and rebuke. Any censures of suspension, deposition, or excommunication shall remain 

with the presbytery or the court holding his credentials (I.4.3(c), E-7). 
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When the court sees satisfactory evidence of true repentance, it shall restore the person with the same solemnity 

and publicity that attended the imposition of the censure, and lead its members in granting its forgiveness. Such 
repentance would include satisfactory attempts at reconciliation and restitution to any parties sinned against 
(I.6.2, E-8). 

Restoration of a person under censure should be made only by the court that imposed the sentence or with its 

advice and consent (I.6.6, E-8). 

If adjudged guilty on any or all counts, the court shall fix the degree of censure to be administered (II.3.13, E-15). 

The Directory for Public Worship states (emphases added): 
Only those who have been baptized and are communicant members in good standing in a true branch of Christ’s 
visible church are to partake of the Lord’s Supper. Persons whose manner of life is notably inconsistent with their 

Christian profession, or who are unknown to the Session in charge of the Table, are not to be invited to commune 
(3.11, F-13). 

The Actions of Synod 
“We recommend that Synod assume original jurisdiction in the matter of GLG and Immanuel, and the moderator 
appoint a seven-man judicial commission to address this matter” (see Minutes of Synod 2021). 

“The SJC voted unanimously by a roll call vote to depose Mr. Olivetti. The SJC then voted unanimously by a roll 
call vote to suspend Mr. Olivetti from church privileges, accompanying the censure of deposition” (Cumulative 

Minutes of the SJC). 

Communication #22-13 a complaint alleging that “the suspension of Mr. Olivetti is unjust because it fails to meet 
the standard required by our Constitution” was not sustained (see Minutes of Synod 2022). 

“That Synod assign oversight of the repentance, reconciliation, and restoration of Mr. Olivetti to a 5-man 
commission consisting of 2 of the current SJC commissioners (we recommend Mr. Andrew Silva & Mr. Tom 
Pinson) and 3 other men, all to be appointed by the 2022 Synod Moderator with one of the IRPC ruling elders as 
a consultative member” (Minutes of Synod 2022). 

Therefore,  I am submitting this complaint to the Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery against the session of the 
Immanuel Reformed Presbyterian Church due to the action taken by the lower court to admit Mr. Jared Olivetti 
to the sacrament of the Lord’s Supper contrary to his lawful and continuing suspension by Synod from the 
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privileges of church membership. This action is contrary to the fundamental law and and the law and order of 
the Reformed Presbyterian Church of North America. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Pastor Kyle Borg 

Addendum of Clarification: This complaint is not submitted to preclude other alternative constitutional methods 
of review and correction of the lower court by the higher court.
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February 14, 2023 

A Complaint (II.4.3-6, E-15,16 ) to Mr. Adam Kuehner, Clerk of the Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery of 
the RPCNA, to be distributed to the GLG Presbytery for their consideration and response to the 
actions of the Immanuel Reformed Presbyterian Church Session, namely Mr. Samuel Carr, Mr. 
Joshua Karshen, and Mr. Matthew Wilburn.  

Submitted by Mr. Shawn Anderson, a presbyter in the Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery of the RPCNA. 
Notice of Complaint was emailed to the IRPC session and clerk of the GLG Presbytery on January 3, 
2023 (within the 30-day deadline).  

The actions taken by the session of Immanuel RPC affect the peace, purity, progress, and unity of the 
church, wherein the court admitted to and served Mr. Jared Olivetti the sacrament of the Lord’s 
Supper on December 4, 2022, and January 1, 2023, per Rev. Dan Perrin’s public admission.  

This action demonstrably 

1. Violated the Synod’s upholding of Mr. Olivetti’s censure of suspension of church membership
privileges, including participation in the Lord’s Supper.

Mr. Olivetti was censured by a Judicial Commission of the Synod of the RPCNA on March 10,
2022. While five complaints were issued to Synod in response to this censure, the Synod
overwhelmingly did not sustain any of these complaints June 21-24, 2022. This local court has
disregarded the lawful decision of its broadest court.

2. Violated the RPCNA’s Constitution’s scriptural form of Doctrine, Worship, Discipline, and
Government.

There are several places in both the “fundamental law” (the Westminster Confession, Catechisms, and
RP Testimony) and the “law and order of the church” (the Directories for Church Government and
Worship, the Book of Discipline and the actions of the Synod) that have been violated. I won’t labor
the point by repeating what has already been sufficiently detailed in Mr. Borg’s complaint.

3. Harmed Mr. Olivetti’s spiritual well-being, which is already compromised given his censure status,
presently unlifted by the Synod or its Commission overseeing Mr. Olivetti’s care.

These elders have denied Mr. Olivetti the dynamic, God-ordained means of individual sanctifying
grace through this process of church discipline. Contrary to the ruling of Synod, it appears the
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session does not believe that Mr. Olivetti does not need to be further reclaimed. Their actions 
undermine their pretense of love, wisdom, and obedience to God.  

4. Harmed the Immanuel RP Church’s spiritual well-being, which was already compromised in the 
undue delay of celebrating the Lord’s Supper for approximately six months.  

This delay “appeared” to be imposed so Mr. Olivetti could participate in the Supper. The details 
of this delay were brought before the court when I asked Mr. Samuel Carr (while he spoke on the 
floor at October’s Presbytery meeting) if IRPC had celebrated the Lord’s Supper as a congregation 
since the 2022 Synod. When he answered, “yes,” I was left with the impression that I was 
misinformed, so the question was dropped, to my shame. 

Further, in disobeying the church’s censures, they deprived Christ’s Church of the benefits of the 
scriptural process of discipline, which is given in part to “deter others from similar offenses” and 
“maintain the purity and peace of His Church.” 

5. Neglected to adequately maintain Christ’s authority and honor by not upholding the lawfully 
binding censure of the courts of this church.  

6. Neglected to adequately maintain the truth of the Gospel by not upholding the lawfully binding 
censure of the courts of this church. 

Church discipline was instituted by our Lord, Christ Jesus in part to protect scriptural faith and 
life of His Church in accord with the truth of His Word and Spirit.   

 

Please receive this Complaint in a spirit of Christian concern and desire to see this remedied in a way 
pleasing and glorifying to our God and for the well-being of His Bride.   

Respectfully Submitted,  

 

________________________________________ 

Pastor Shawn Anderson  
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January 9, 2023 

To: Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery 
Cc’ed: Mr. Nathan Eshelman, Mr. Adam Kuehner, Mr. David Hanson, and Mr. Richard Blankenship 

From: Kyle Borg 
Re: Charge of Sin Against IRPC Session 

Brothers of the GLG, 

With lamentation my conscience feels bound to submit to this court of Christ’s church a charge of sin against 
Messrs. Samuel Carr, Josh Karshen, and Matt Wilburn. That charge is included below.  

Since Synod of 2022 I have continued, by Synod’s direction and under the oversight of a commission, to 
participate in the process of reconciliation according to a mediated agreement signed by Messrs. David Carr, 
Ben Larson, and Keith Magill — the former ruling elders at IRPC.  

Immanuel’s decision to sever its relationship with the RPCNA on September 30, 2022 impacted this continuing 
work because, as the mediated agreement stipulates, the process of reconciliation was to be conducted under 
the authority and accountability of the RPCNA. At that time I quickly reached out to the IRPC session to inquire 
about the membership standing of the congregation and, in particular, the men I continue to work with. Mr. Ken 
DeJong gave some response leading me to believe that Messrs. Carr, Larson, and Magill were no longer 
members of the RPCNA — corroborated in that these men requested their membership be held by Second RPC. 

When GLG ruled that the congregation’s decision was out of order, our effort continued in good faith that GLG’s 
determination was received and accepted by IRPC. Concerns returned in November when Mr. Daniel Perrin, 
IRPC’s interim pastor, began preaching from the pulpit the congregation’s decision to reject the authority of the 
RPCNA. On November 29th I communicated with Messrs. Sam Carr, Josh Karshen, and Matt Wilburn and asked 
if they were committed to shepherding and holding Messrs. Carr, Larson, and Magill accountable and 
responsible to the courts, doctrine, order, authority, and discipline of the RPCNA. Receiving no response, I 
followed-up on December 3rd and again received no response. 

Concerns were heightened significantly when on December 4, 2022 I learned that the IRPC session had 
approved Mr. Jared Olivetti’s participation in the sacrament of the Lord’s Supper on December 3rd, and his 
partaking on December 4th even though he has biblically and lawfully been suspended from the privileges of 
membership. I initially heard this from an individual and sought confirmation from Mr. Gary McNamee who is 
the chairman of the Olivetti Judicial Commission. He confirmed on December 5th that Mr. Olivetti did 
participate. 
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On December 6th I communicated with Messrs. Carr, Larson, and Magill about this action and Mr. Larson 
informed myself (together with Synod’s commission overseeing reconciliation) that if we had questions about 
this decision it should be directed to the IRPC session. 

Heeding Mr. Larson’s advice I communicated with the IRPC session later on December 6th (including Mr. Larson 
and Mr. Joseph Friedly on the communication), specifically asking: “Is Immanuel Reformed Presbyterian Church 
and its members under the jurisdiction and accountable to the Reformed Presbyterian Church of North America, 
and are you committed in your shepherding to holding the membership accountable to the doctrine, courts, 
order, authority, and discipline of the RPCNA?” That same day, Mr. Wilburn confirmed receipt of that and my 
previous communications but said it was not useful or wise to continue communication with me. 

Unable to receive straightforward answers to the questions, and concerned about IRPC’s action to admit Mr. 
Olivetti to the sacrament of the Lord’s Table I gave notice to the IRPC session and the GLG clerk Mr. Adam 
Kuehner of my intent to file a complaint — an intention that must be stated within 30-days of the action. Mr. 
Kuehner noted my intention. On December 16th I submitted my complaint to the IRPC Session and again 
included Mr. Kuehner, and the AIC’s clerk Mr. Richard Blankenship. To this date I have heard nothing upon the 
submission of the complaint. 

On December 23rd I submitted a communication to the GLG AIC through Mr. David Hanson and Mr. 
Blankenship, noting from the Book of Discipline, that a court who learns of a sinning member cannot ignore the 
situation. My request to the commission stated: “I am writing because it would be a tremendous assurance to 
know that the Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery is or soon will be addressing this public scandal with the Immanuel 
RPC session which has so dishonored the ordinances of our King and Head.” To this date I have heard nothing in 
response to this communication. 

On January 7th I sent a personal appeal to the IRPC session (including Mr. Perrin). In that personal appeal I 
noted the gravity of sin in their permitting Mr. Olivetti to participate in the sacrament as a violation of the moral 
law of God and the commitments of their covenants, oaths, and/or vows. I acknowledged that I had filed a 
complaint but said: “I am now writing to engage you on an alternative provision — namely, to see closure by 
seeking your public repentance.” I concluded by saying: “Please examine yourselves, acknowledge your sin to 
turn from it, publicly repent and seek the peace of Zion.”  

In response I received an email and letter from Mr. Perrin (with the IRPC session included) on January 9th. In the 
email, Mr. Perrin stated: “I have no intention of entering into an exchange of thoughts or responses. This is my 
one and only response to you.” While Mr. Perrin acknowledged in the attached letter: “You may have had correct 
information about us serving Jared. We did not hide it and informed his commission of our intention before it 
was done,” he did not demonstrate a spirit of acknowledging sin and repentance but one of self-justification. 

In seeking to respect his intent to not dialogue on these issues I did not provide a response to the many 
assertions he made in his letter. Rather, I appealed a second time again asking these men to examine 
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themselves, acknowledge their sin, publicly repent, and seek the peace of Zion. In my second appeal I included 
Mr. Nathan Eshelman as he is currently serving as the GLG moderator and because he is, to my knowledge, the 
chairman of the committee that GLG appointed to work with the session. Given Mr. Wilburn’s December 6th 
communication that the session would not engage with me (which was reaffirmed again on January 9th), and 
Mr. Perrin’s definitive statement of not responding, it’s certainly no violation of charity to assume I’ll likely not 
get a response to my second appeal. I would happily receive notification from them of their intent to publicly 
acknowledge and repent of their sin. 

On the basis of all of this, I am sadly compelled to institute a formal judicial process (see Book of Discipline, 
II.2.1, E-10) against Messrs. Sam Carr, Josh Karshen, and Matt Wilburn by signing and submitting a charge of
sin against them. In so doing I cite the following provision:

“If the sin is known generally, and therefore cannot be solved privately, charges may be taken directly to the 
appropriate church court” (Book of Discipline, I.2.5, E-4). 

If there is a pending judicial response and/or action by the GLG Presbytery regarding the action to allow Mr. 
Olivetti to participate in the Lord’s Supper that is unknown, I would likely be content to defer to that. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Kyle Borg 

PS: Below is the formal charge of sin, and included are a number of the communications noted in the evidence 
list. 
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To the Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery of the Reformed Presbyterian Church of North America, 

In accordance with Form 21 “Charge of Sin,” Your informant respectfully states that Messrs. Sam Carr,
Josh Karshen, and Matt Wilburn, ruling elders under your jurisdiction, are believed to be guilty 
of serious sin, contrary to the Word of God and to the profession of the Reformed Presbyterian 
Church, in that Messrs. Sam Carr, Josh Karshen, and Matt Wilburn on December 3-4, 2022 at 
Immanuel Reformed Presbyterian Church, did knowingly and willingly permit one lawfully 
suspended from the privileges of membership to participate in the sacrament of the Lord’s 
Supper, and Messrs. Sam Carr, Josh Karshen, and Matt Wilburn ought to be proceeded against by 
your court to determine whether or not the charge is true. 

____________________ January 9, 2023 
Pastor Kyle Borg  Date 

List of Witness: 1) Gary McNamee, 2) Jonathan Parnell, 3) Andrew Silva, 4) Steve Sturm, 5) Tom Pinson, 6) 
Jared Olivetti, 7) Daniel Perrin, 8) Sam Carr, 9) Josh Karshen, 10) Matt Wilburn, 11) Ben Larson, and 12) Nathan 
Eshelman. 

List of Evidence: 1) Minutes and correspondences of the Olivetti Judicial Commission (chmn. Gary 
McNamee), 2) Minutes of the Immanuel Reformed Presbyterian Church, 3) First Letter of Appeal (January 7, 
2023), 4) Email and “Response” letter from Mr. Daniel Perrin (January 9, 2023), 5) Second Letter of Appeal 
(January 9, 2023), and 6) Complaint to GLG from Pastor Kyle Borg (December 16, 2022). 

Notice of Additional Evidence
Pursuant to the provision of the Book of Discipline: “If additional witnesses or new evidence are discovered, the 
accused shall be informed and further time given him or her to prepare a defense” (II.2.3, E-11), I am giving 
notice of new evidence to be listed with the aforementioned on this day, January 20, 2023. 

1. Recording of the Immanuel Reformed Presbyterian Church morning worship service on December 11, 
2022. 

2. Recording of the Immanuel Reformed Presbyterian Church morning worship service on January 1, 2023. 
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January 7, 2023

To the IRPC Session (and Mr. Daniel Perrin),

Having already given notice and filed a complaint with the GLG Presbytery regarding the 

lawfulness of your December 3rd and 4th decision to allow Mr. Olivetti to participate in the 

sacrament of the Lord’s Supper, I am now writing to engage you on an alternative provision 

— namely, to seek closure by seeking your public repentance.

IRPC’s action on September 30, 2022 was determined by the GLG Presbytery to be out of 

order and, therefore, you remain members and officers under the jurisdiction of the 

RPCNA. As such, you (and every elder in the RPCNA) are responsible to exercise oversight 

for the worship and fellowship of the church in a manner that adheres to what has been 

solemnly adopted by this denomination. 

If your consciences forbade you from complying with the authoritative determinations of 

the courts of the church, you had every opportunity and provision of help by your 

Presbytery to seek an honorable exit from the obligations you are bound to by covenant and 

oath. By that means, a way of escape was afforded to you by the shepherding ministry of 

those who will give an account, in part, on your behalf. Unfortunately, without the 

appearance of wisdom or discernment, you have rejected righteousness and sought sin. 

Your reckless and rebellious behavior is a serious violation of the law of God as revealed in 

the Scriptures and explained by the Westminster Larger Catechism, which has been received by 

the Reformed Presbyterian Church of North America as a part of our fundamental law. The 

seriousness of your offense is demonstrated in that on December 3-4, 2022 by admitting a 

member to the Lord’s Table who is lawfully suspended from the privileges of membership, 

you have:

• Violated the second commandment by failing to keep pure the religious worship and

ordinances that God has instituted by treating said ordinances with contempt (see

Westminster Larger Catechism Qs. 108-109, Covenant of Communication Membership #4, and
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Queries for Ordination/Insta!ation #9). 

• Violated the third commandment by failing to keep your lawful covenants, oaths, and/or 

vows found in the Covenant of Communicant Membership and Queries for Ordination 

and Installation, together with a failure to use the sacrament of the Lord’s Supper in a holy 

and reverent way (see Westminster Larger Catechism Qs. 112-113, Covenant of Communicant 

Membership #s 4, 5, and 6, and Queries for Ordination/Insta!ation #s 8, and 9). 

• Violated the fourth commandment in that your unlawful and sinful actions took place on 

the Lord’s Day during the worship of the church, as superiors you countenanced the sin of 

inferiors on the Lord’s Day and during the worship of the church, and by engaging in 

careless and negligent performance of your duties (see Westminster Larger Catechism Qs. 

117-119 and 151, and Covenant of Communicant Membership #s 5 and 6). 

• Violated the fifth commandment as inferiors toward the superior courts of the church as 

you did not show honor and due reverence nor give willing obedience to lawful commands 

and counsels of superiors, and as superiors toward inferiors you did not act in a way to 

bring blessing to your inferiors, you did not provide for things necessary to soul and body 

but left others to physical and spiritual danger, and did not preserve the authority which 

God has put upon you through your unjust and remiss behavior (see Westminster Larger 

Catechism Qs. 124, 127-130, and 151, Covenant of Communicant Membership #s 4 and 6, and 

Queries for Ordination/Insta!ation #s 8 and 9). 

• Violated the sixth commandment because in rebellion to the authority of Jesus Christ and 

the lawful exercise of the keys of the kingdom you did not endeavor to preserve your lives 

or the lives of others but participated in that which may tend toward the destruction of 

the life of another (see Westminster Larger Catechism Qs. 134-136, 173, and 1 Corinthians 

11:29-30, Covenant of Communicant Membership #6, and Queries for Ordination/Insta!ation #8). 

• Violated the eighth commandment by not being diligent in your calling, and dealing 

unjustly and unfaithfully in a matter of trust (see Westminster Larger Catechism Qs. 140-141, 
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Covenant of Communicant Membership #6, and Queries for Ordination/Insta!ation #8). 

• Violated the ninth commandment by not showing concern or regard for the name of Jesus 

Christ, the Reformed Presbyterian Church of North America, the Immanuel Reformed 

Presbyterian Church, Mr. Jared Olivetti, or yourselves, by not keeping your lawful 

promises made by covenant, oath, and/or vow, and by passing an unjust sentence (see 

Westminster Larger Catechism Qs. 143-145, Covenant of Communicant Membership #s 4 and 6, 

and Queries for Ordination/Insta!ation #s 8 and 9).

The character of this offense is public in its very nature and, on that account, cannot be 

solved privately. While it would be appropriate to take a charge of sin directly to the courts 

of the church (see Book of Discipline, I.2.5, E-4), if procedure can be set aside for a personal 

appeal then I am content to that end.

Brothers, as we wait for the mercy of the Lord Jesus Christ that leads to eternal life we are 

to show mercy to some by snatching them out of the fire. Your sin was avoidable, and so too 

is the just judgment of sin through the blood of the eternal covenant of the one who is the 

Great Shepherd of the sheep. Please examine yourselves, acknowledge your sin to turn from 

it, publicly repent and seek the peace of Zion.

A Servant of Christ,
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January 9, 2023 

Dear Mr. Borg,  

I appreciate your appeal to us and need to respond to set things straight.  I am wri?ng 
represen?ng only myself, however the rest of the session is in a similar place. 

I and we can't confess to your annotated list of sins because they do not apply to this situa?on, 
and really become a ridiculous accusa?on.  It would be much easier to deal with your concerns 
if you were to focus on the real issue and not come up with a distrac?ng list of supposed sins.  
This seems to be what you did with Jared OliveF and then accuse him with not being repentant 
when he cannot confess to sins he did not commit.   

The list of charges is more about you than about me/us.   
 *There is foolishness in piling on charge aIer charge that is stretching the reality of the 
situa?on.  If you want to challenge me with my sinfulness that is one thing.  I fail to fully love 
the Lord with all my heart, mind, soul, and strength.  Your list inadequately showed that sin, and 
it is a sin that I regularly confess to the Lord.  I am growing in my love and faithful submission to 
Him, but I do fall short.  If that is your concern, then I fully and humbly accept your challenge 
and will go again before the Savior to confess my imperfect love for Him.  Thankfully I am 
growing in the love, but I have a long way to go, and I ache over my failures. 
 *This list is more about your arrogant aPempt to exert your authority than it is about 
exposing my sin.  This is not what church discipline should be about. 
 *Kyle, this list of enumera?ng sins is exactly what Jesus condemned in the Pharisees 
when He condemned them for adding more laws, and expanding God's law, thus adding to their 
burdens, making it impossible for them to keep the law.  I pray that your heart doesn't also 
reflect the pharisees' hearts that Jesus also condemned.  The glory of Christ and the peace of 
His church is not reflected at all by what you have wriPen.  It is ?me for your self-examina?on. 
 *This list is not about things our session needs to confess, but rather about your aPempt 
to demonstrate your authority and to impose it upon us and others who might anger you.  Your 
process has caused great damage within our congrega?on, and in the lives of many who were 
already struggling over the sad and sinful circumstance surrounding Immanuel Church. 

Kyle, you have violated our session by never aPemp?ng to understand or adequately address 
the circumstances that you have so soundly denounced. 
 *As far as I know you have not reached out to any of us to find out what has actually 
happened and why.  In MaPhew 18 Jesus sets out a paPern of dealing with offenses and sin that 
begins with going to the offender to find his side of the story.  You have rejected the paPern 
because you say it is public sin and therefore there is no need to privately confront.  I have 
witnessed this repeatedly over the years by people who want to short cut the process and move 
immediately to judgment and condemna?on.  It just doesn't reflect the love of Jesus or the way 
He dealt with sinners.  Kyle you need to do bePer than this the next ?me you pursue a sinner.   
Kyle, you totally missed the real issue, and have buried it in your long list of sinful offenses.  
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 *You have missed the what and why in your aPempt to assert your importance and your 
authority.  The real issue is not one of sinful disregard for the authority over us, but rather a 
difference in understanding how to apply your Blue Book's authority.  Your Book of Confessions 
has some contradic?ons, and one of those happens to be in who has authority over the 
sacraments as they are protected and celebrated under session authority.  The issue is not one 
of sinful disregard for authority, but rather how to interpret the contradic?ons in the Blue Book.  
In your failure to understand the underlying issue you have accused innocent men without 
giving them due process of arguing their ac?ons.   
 *You have totally ignored our repeated appeals to the commission overseeing Jared for 
help in caring for him and the congrega?on.  We repeatedly begged (literally) them for relief for 
a congrega?on and a congregant who are suffering greatly.  We also begged them for relief from 
the posi?on that they had placed us in of having no way out of our situa?on without sinning.  
Either by disobeying their authority or viola?ng a deserving brother who greatly needed the 
blessing of the sacrament.  Their response at least twice was to ignore our concerns and to fail 
to help us to resolve the predicament of sinful responses that they had placed us in.  Your 
charges just don't fit because they don't apply to the real issue at hand.  Your aPempt at 
redirec?ng this issue to one of your authority is wrong and damaging. 
  
Kyle, there is another issue that I need to address.  I have been told, although I have not seen it 
myself that you posted on a social media site a quote from Jude 8 that was to apply to us and 
your opinion of our session.  I do have a facebook account that seldom gets used and on which I 
never post, but beyond that I am not on social medial  Did you publish Jude 8 or something 
similar and was it intended toward our session, even if you didn't specifically men?on us by 
name?  That was slanderous and a grievous offense against our session if that is correct.  One 
problem is that you failed to look at the next verse (9-11) where the angel Gabriel in facing off 
with Satan but would not slander him.  If you did post this our session deserves a public apology 
and correc?on of the offense. 
 *Further, you have violated the direct teaching of St. Paul in 1 Timothy 5:19-20 where he 
instructs Timothy to not entertain charges against elders who rule well without others to 
collaborate the charges.  You may have had correct informa?on about us serving Jared.  We did 
not hide it and informed his commission of our inten?on before it was done.  However, without 
clear collabora?ve evidence of the what and why you violated godly elders and the clear 
warning from the Apostle Paul.   
 *Further you condemned us without knowing anything about our session.  You didn't 
care to find out.  I have been a pastor in the Presbyterian Church in America for 46 years, of high 
reputa?on having pastored faithfully and obediently.  The three ruling elders are godly men who 
are young and inexperienced but willing to step into the disaster of a congrega?on leI without 
leadership as a result of the RPCNA's careless discipline of the church.  Those three elders are 
faithful and were willing to step into a disastrous situa?on although they were in over their 
heads. They have been faithful and wise.  I was called out of re?rement to step into the church 
situa?on aIer they had declared themselves to be no longer part of the RPCNA.  We have been 
working to knit the congrega?on back together aIer it was on the brink of unraveling and 
closing.  It has been difficult, and we have regularly looked to the commissions for help but 
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mostly they have leI us with a lack of clarity and an impossible situa?on to work through.  We 
have worked diligently to do what God has called us to do in shepherding this congrega?on 
through the disaster that has become part of the cost of the sin done within the congrega?on.   
 *You have violated Immanuel Church, along with some others in the denomina?on  You 
have been guilty of abusing church discipline.  Over almost a half century of working in 
Presbyterian polity I have watched how church discipline is more oIen misused and even the 
cause of spiritual abuse.  It is either ignored as is oIen seen in the mainline churches, or it is 
applied legalis?cally, without love, and without any meaningful means of recovering repentant 
sinners.  What I have observed is that both groups congratulate themselves for their faithful 
protec?on of those under their authority.  It really has been seldom that I have seen church 
discipline that is balanced with love, a concern for recovery, and a protec?on of the glory of 
God.  What seems to come out is an emphasis on the puni?ve.  That balance is lacking in your 
process, and I challenge you to do some serious soul searching. 

Kyle, I beg of you to consider our situa?on and what it requires of us to care for this 
congrega?on and to sit under what feels like oppressive discipline.  This lePer comes to you 
through my tears, literally.  Tears for our situa?on, and tears for having to write such a difficult 
lePer. It isn't my style, but I am doing it out of concern for you and the purity of the church.  I 
am also having tears (literally I had to stop in my wri?ng of this lePer) for you, for the coldness 
of your heart, for your willingness to spiritually abuse in the name of discipline, and for the way 
you blur the love of Jesus in your desire to impose your authority, under the guise of 
appropriate punishment, even though it is being done inappropriately. 

Kyle, in conclusion I am asking that you do several things: 
 1.  That as you read and consider this lePer that you ask God to show you places where 
you need to confess your sin and the sin of unfair and unbiblical discipline.  Please pray as you 
read. 
 2.  That you make a public apology for slandering our session 
 3.  That you pray for us the session and the congrega?on.  I don't mean a quick prayer, 
but to really pray for us.  On Saturday, January 21st we are having a day of prayer and fas?ng 
where we will again confess the corporate and private sin of the congrega?on,  Where we will 
beg God's forgiveness of the sins done to individual families and their children, and for the sin 
done to other individuals.  We are invi?ng back those who have been injured, as much as we 
can, to join us in this day.  We are also going to each of the ones we know of who we have 
offended as well as those who have offended us that we might honor the Lord in our response 
to them.  This is s?ll a work in progress but please pray for us as we go through this arduous 
process of trying to honor the Lord.  It will s?ll take months, but we are already in that process. 
 4.  That on the 21st you join us in our day of prayer and fas?ng.  Perhaps you could 
gather some of your congrega?on to pray as we are praying. 
 5.  That you commit to pray for Jared. He has been a faithful pastor who has found 
himself in a horrible place.  Please pray for him as he struggles to understand his responsibility, 
what God expects of him, and how to find a path through all of this. 
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6. Finally that you might find a way where we can meet together as brothers in the Lord
Jesus to set things right between you and our congrega?on.  I would even invite you to preach 
in our pulpit for the purpose of healing and reconcilia?on, and to proclaim to the community at 
large the glory of God as we work to put back together a badly broken congrega?on, and a sadly 
smeared reputa?on of the church.  Although I am offering this without the knowledge of the 
session, or their permission i would work to make this invita?on happen.   

In tears, your brother in Christ, Rev. Dan Perrin   
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January 9, 2023

To the IRPC Session (and Mr. Daniel Perrin and Mr. Nathan Eshelman),

Mr. Perrin, thank you for your response. It gives tremendous clarity, and for that I am 

appreciative. I don’t know if the others agree with the substance of what you 

communicated, but in absence of any other communication, now or later, I will assume their 

silence is agreement.

The email accompanying your letter indicates that you have no intention of “entering into 

an exchange of thoughts or responses.” Respectfully, upon your stated intention I will not 

engage you in a back-and-forth on your response, except to say it’s unfortunate how grossly 

misled you seem to be. While I will respect your wish to not engage in an exchange, 

nevertheless, my conscience is bound to appeal to you all for a second time. On this 

account, I have added Mr. Nathan Eshelman to this communication as he is the current 

moderator of GLG, and chairman of the GLG committee tasked with working with you.

This is now the second time I am appealing to you. I will again say that while I have already 

given notice and filed a complaint with the GLG Presbytery regarding the lawfulness of your 

December 3rd and 4th decision to allow Mr. Olivetti to participate in the sacrament of the 

Lord’s Supper, I am now writing to engage you on an alternative provision — namely, to seek 

closure by seeking your public repentance.

IRPC’s action on September 30, 2022 was determined by the GLG Presbytery to be out of 

order and, therefore, you remain members and officers under the jurisdiction of the 

RPCNA. As such, you (and every elder in the RPCNA) are responsible to exercise oversight 

for the worship and fellowship of the church in a manner that adheres to what has been 

solemnly adopted by this denomination. 

If your consciences forbade you from complying with the authoritative determinations of 

the courts of the church, you had every opportunity and provision of help by your 

Presbytery to seek an honorable exit from the obligations you are bound to by covenant and 
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oath. By that means, a way of escape was afforded to you by the shepherding ministry of 

those who will give an account, in part, on your behalf. Unfortunately, without the 

appearance of wisdom or discernment you have rejected righteousness and sought sin. 

Your reckless and rebellious behavior is a serious violation of the law of God as revealed in 

the Scriptures, and explained by the Westminster Larger Catechism which has been received by 

the Reformed Presbyterian Church of North America as a part of our fundamental law. The 

seriousness of your offense is demonstrated in that on December 3-4, 2022 by admitting a 

member to the Lord’s Table who is lawfully suspended from the privileges of membership, 

you have:

• Violated the second commandment by failing to keep pure the religious worship and

ordinances that God has instituted by treating said ordinances with contempt (see

Westminster Larger Catechism Qs. 108-109, Covenant of Communication Membership #4, and

Queries for Ordination/Insta!ation #9).

• Violated the third commandment by failing to keep your lawful covenants, oaths, and/or

vows found in the Covenant of Communicant Membership and Queries for Ordination

and Installation, together with a failure to use the sacrament of the Lord’s Supper in a holy

and reverent way (see Westminster Larger Catechism Qs. 112-113, Covenant of Communicant

Membership #s 4, 5, and 6, and Queries for Ordination/Insta!ation #s 8, and 9).

• Violated the fourth commandment in that your unlawful and sinful actions took place on

the Lord’s Day during the worship of the church. As superiors you countenanced the sin of

inferiors on the Lord’s Day and during the worship of the church, and you were careless

and negligent in the performance of your duties (see Westminster Larger Catechism Qs.

117-119 and 151, and Covenant of Communicant Membership #s 5 and 6).

• Violated the fifth commandment as inferiors toward the superior courts of the church as

you did not show honor and due reverence nor give willing obedience to lawful commands

and counsels of superiors. As superiors toward inferiors you did not act in a way to bring
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blessing to your inferiors, you did not provide for things necessary to soul and body but 

left others to physical and spiritual danger, and you did not preserve the authority which 

God has put upon you through your unjust and remiss behavior (see Westminster Larger 

Catechism Qs. 124, 127-130, and 151, Covenant of Communicant Membership #s 4 and 6, and 

Queries for Ordination/Insta!ation #s 8 and 9). 

• Violated the sixth commandment because in rebellion to the authority of Jesus Christ and

the lawful exercise of the keys of the kingdom you did not endeavor to preserve your lives

or the lives of others but participated in that which may tend toward the destruction of

the life of another (see Westminster Larger Catechism Qs. 134-136, 173, and 1 Corinthians

11:29-30, Covenant of Communicant Membership #6, and Queries for Ordination/Insta!ation #8).

• Violated the eighth commandment by not being diligent in your calling, and dealing

unjustly and unfaithfully in a matter of trust (see Westminster Larger Catechism Qs. 140-141,

Covenant of Communicant Membership #s 4 and 6, and Queries for Ordination/Insta!ation #8).

• Violated the ninth commandment by not showing concern or regard for the name of Jesus

Christ, the Reformed Presbyterian Church of North America, the Immanuel Reformed

Presbyterian Church, Mr. Jared Olivetti, or yourselves, and by not keeping your lawful

promises made by covenant, oath, and/or vow, and by passing an unjust sentence (see

Westminster Larger Catechism Qs. 143-145, Covenant of Communicant Membership #s 4 and 6,

and Queries for Ordination/Insta!ation #s 8 and 9).

The character of this offense is public in its very nature and, on that account, cannot be 

solved privately. While it would be appropriate to take a charge of sin directly to the courts 

of the church (see Book of Discipline, I.2.5, E-4), if procedure can be set aside for a personal 

appeal then I am content to that end if you walk in a manner worthy of the calling you have 

received.

Brothers, as we wait for the mercy of the Lord Jesus Christ that leads to eternal life we are 

to show mercy to some by snatching them out of the fire. Your sin was avoidable. Avoidable 
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too is the just judgment of sin through the blood of the eternal covenant of the one who is 

the Great Shepherd of the sheep. Please examine yourselves, acknowledge your sin to turn 

from it, publicly repent and seek the peace of Zion.

A Servant of Christ, 
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December 16, 2022 
To the Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery of the RPCNA, 

The Book of Discipline states: 

The Presbyterian form of government provides for a gradation of courts whereby the lower is 
answerable to the higher. A decision of the lower court is subject to review and correction by a higher 
court. Any member of the church may carry his or her case through the lower courts even to the highest 
court for adjudication (II.4.1, E-15). 

The Complaint

Pursuant to this privilege, I am filing a complaint with the Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery against the session of the 
Immanuel Reformed Presbyterian Church. This complaint is relative to the action taken by the lower court on

December 3, 2022 to admit Mr. Jared Olivetti to the sacrament of the Lord’s Supper contrary to his lawful and 

continuing suspension by Synod from the privileges of church membership since March 10, 2022. 

In a communication on December 4, 2022 the session of Immanuel Reformed Presbyterian Church informed 
the Olivetti Commission of the following: 

The session has carefully weighed the options and discussed the consequences. As we stated in our 
meeting, we feel trapped between either violating our consciences or acting against the ruling of the 
church. The session is of the mind that it is God-honoring for the elders and for the congregation to 
follow the examples set before in scripture, even if it is not in compliance with the rulings of the church 
leadership. 

We understand this is not what is acceptable in the book of discipline. We understand what is at stake. 
What is at stake goes far beyond a pastor’s credentials or a group of elders who may or may not be in 
good standing with a denomination. Our standing before the Lord is of the utmost importance. 

Therefore, the session of IRPC has voted to allow Jared back to the Lord’s table. As seen clearly in 
scripture, this decision falls on the local elders who have direct oversight and knowledge enough to 
speak confidently into this matter. 
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Provisions for Complaint 
The right of complaint is reserved for “any interested persons” (II.4.3, E-15). My interest in this action pertains to 
my previous role in investigating Mr. Olivetti’s response to the sexual abuse situation at Immanuel RPC, and my 
participation in the orderly and lawful prosecution in the Synod of the RPCNA vs Mr. Jared Olivetti (March 8-10, 
2022). The ecclesiastical trial that was done in accord with the Scriptures and the Book of Discipline, resulted in 
Mr. Olivetti’s proven guilt and lawful censure — the same censure the action of the Immanuel session knowingly 
and willingly circumvented on December 3, 2022. In addition to this, the Scriptures warn of the corporate 
danger that may befall the church when the ordinances are not kept in a worthy manner, see 1 Corinthians 
11:30. 

The Book of Discipline also requires that “the complainant shall give notice to the lower court within 30 days” 
(II.4.3, E-15). On December 15, 2022 I gave notice of my intent to complain to Messrs. Sam Carr, Josh Karshen, 
and Matt Wilburn, together with the clerk of GLG, Mr. Adam Kuehner. Mr. Kuehner confirmed the receipt of that 
notice and copied the GLG Moderator Mr. Nathan Eshelman. 

Reasons for Complaint 
The Book of Discipline directs that with the complaint, the complainant shall give “the reasons therefor” (II.4.3, 
E-15). The reason for this complaint is because the aforementioned action of the Immanuel RPC session did not 

comport with the fundamental law or the law and order of the Reformed Presbyterian Church of North America, 

as Mr. Olivetti is under the lawful censure of the Synod of the RPCNA having been suspended from the privileges 

of membership. This is evidenced in the following ways: 

1. The action of the Immanuel RPC session pertained to a member who was suspended by the Synod of the 
RPCNA and whose suspension is not under the jurisdiction of the local session (see e.g. RPT 30.3, DCG 2.1, 
2.6, 2.9, 4.8, 8.1, 8.12, BOD I.1.6, Minutes of Synod 2021, Cumulative Minutes of the SJC, and Minutes of Synod 

2022). 
2. The action of the Immanuel RPC session was not done under or in accord or with the consent of the court 

that imposed the censure contrary to the fundamental law and the law and order of the church (see e.g. WCF 
31.3, WLC 109, RPT 30.3, DCG 2.1, 2.6, 4.7, 4.8, 8.1, 8.12, BOD I.4.3, I.6.2, I.6.6, II.3.13, and Minutes of Synod 

2022). 
3. The action of the Immanuel RPC session permitted one who is disqualified from participating in the 

sacrament of the Lord’s Supper to observe it contrary to the fundamental law and the law and order of the 
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church (see e.g. WCF 29.8, 30.3, WLC 109, 173, DCG 4.7, 4.8, BOD I.4.3, I.6.2, DPW 3.11, Cumulative Minutes of the 

SJC, and Minutes of Synod 2022). 
4. The action of the Immanuel RPC session threatened the spiritual welfare of Mr. Olivetti and the church 

contrary to the fundamental law and the law and order of the church (see e.g. WCF 29.8, 30.3, WLC 173, RPT 
30.1, DCG 4.7, BOD I.1.4, and DPW 3.11).  

The Westminster Confession of Faith states (emphases added): 
Wherefore, all ignorant and ungodly persons, as they are unfit to enjoy communion with Him, so are they 

unworthy of the Lord’s table; and cannot, without great sin against Christ while they remain such, partake of these 

holy mysteries, or be admitted thereunto (WCF 29.8). 

Church censures are necessary, for the reclaiming and gaining of offending brethren, for deterring of others from 
the like offences, for purging out of that leaven which might infect the whole lump, for vindicating the honour of 
Christ, and the holy profession of the Gospel, and for preventing the wrath of God, which might justly fall upon 

the Church, if they should suffer His covenant and the seals thereof to be profaned by notorious and obstinate 

offenders (WCF 30.3). 

It belongeth to synods and councils, ministerially to determine controversies of faith and cases of conscience, to 
set down rules and directions for the better ordering of the public worship of God, and government of His 
Church; to receive complaints in cases of maladministration, and authoritatively to determine the same: which 

decrees and determinations, if consonant to the Word of God, are to be received with reverence and submission; 

not only for their agreement with the Word, but also for the power whereby they are made, as being an ordinance 

of God appointed thereunto in His Word (WCF 31.3). 

The Westminster Larger Catechism states (emphases added): 
Q. 109: What are the sins forbidden in the second commandment? 
A: …all neglect, contempt, hindering, and opposing the worship and ordinances which God hath appointed. 

Q.173: May any who profess the faith, and desire to come to the Lord’s Supper, be kept from it? 
A: Such as are found to be ignorant or scandalous, notwithstanding their profession of the faith, and desire to 
come to the Lord’s Supper, may and ought to be kept from that Sacrament, by the power which Christ hath left in 

his Church, until they receive instruction, and manifest their reformation. 

The Testimony of the Reformed Presbyterian Church states (emphases added): 
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Our Lord commanded church discipline, so no church which fails to exercise it where needed can hope for His 
blessing (RPT 30.1). 

Official discipline is to be administered by the courts of the Church, not by elders individually. Such counsel and 
discipline should be received in a spirit of Christian submission (RPT 30.3) 

The Directory for Church Government states (emphases added): 
A congregation is organized on the basis of the standards of the Reformed Presbyterian Church and in conformity 

with its law and order (2.1, D-4). 

A congregation has certain other responsibilities among which are […] to be obedient in the Lord to the law and 
order of the Church (2.6, D-5). 

A particular responsibility of the session is to care for the spiritual interest of the congregation and of each 
member. Therefore, it shall maintain the ordinances of public worship in accordance with the principles of the 

church (4.7, D-29). 

The session is subordinate to the higher courts and shall be governed by their decisions (4.8, D-29). 

The Synod of the Reformed Presbyterian Church of North America is the highest court of the church […] It is 
responsible for the continuing reformation of the church in maintaining the subordinate standards of the church 
in harmony with the Scriptural truth and order. Its decisions are final, but its authority is limited by its subordinate 

standards (8.1, D-38). 

Synod, however, may assume original jurisdiction over all matters affecting the purity and welfare of the church, 

and may, without complaint or appeal, investigate and adjudicate any matter requiring its attention (8.12, D-41). 

The Book of Discipline states (emphases added): 
A church that does not follow our Lord’s commands regarding church discipline will certainly lose His blessing, 
deteriorating more and more in doctrine and in life (I.1.4, E-3). 

Deposition — This is the disciplinary removal of an ordained officer of the church from his office. It may also be 

accompanied by suspension from church privileges (I.4.1(d), E-5). 
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The session may discipline a teaching elder as a member of the congregation, but its authority is limited to the 
censures of admonition and rebuke. Any censures of suspension, deposition, or excommunication shall remain 

with the presbytery or the court holding his credentials (I.4.3(c), E-7). 

When the court sees satisfactory evidence of true repentance, it shall restore the person with the same solemnity 

and publicity that attended the imposition of the censure, and lead its members in granting its forgiveness. Such 
repentance would include satisfactory attempts at reconciliation and restitution to any parties sinned against 
(I.6.2, E-8). 

Restoration of a person under censure should be made only by the court that imposed the sentence or with its 

advice and consent (I.6.6, E-8). 

If adjudged guilty on any or all counts, the court shall fix the degree of censure to be administered (II.3.13, E-15). 

The Directory for Public Worship states (emphases added): 
Only those who have been baptized and are communicant members in good standing in a true branch of Christ’s 
visible church are to partake of the Lord’s Supper. Persons whose manner of life is notably inconsistent with their 

Christian profession, or who are unknown to the Session in charge of the Table, are not to be invited to commune 
(3.11, F-13). 

The Actions of Synod 
“We recommend that Synod assume original jurisdiction in the matter of GLG and Immanuel, and the moderator 
appoint a seven-man judicial commission to address this matter” (see Minutes of Synod 2021). 

“The SJC voted unanimously by a roll call vote to depose Mr. Olivetti. The SJC then voted unanimously by a roll 
call vote to suspend Mr. Olivetti from church privileges, accompanying the censure of deposition” (Cumulative 

Minutes of the SJC). 

Communication #22-13 a complaint alleging that “the suspension of Mr. Olivetti is unjust because it fails to meet 
the standard required by our Constitution” was not sustained (see Minutes of Synod 2022). 

“That Synod assign oversight of the repentance, reconciliation, and restoration of Mr. Olivetti to a 5-man 
commission consisting of 2 of the current SJC commissioners (we recommend Mr. Andrew Silva & Mr. Tom 
Pinson) and 3 other men, all to be appointed by the 2022 Synod Moderator with one of the IRPC ruling elders as 
a consultative member” (Minutes of Synod 2022). 
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Therefore,  I am submitting this complaint to the Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery against the session of the 
Immanuel Reformed Presbyterian Church due to the action taken by the lower court to admit Mr. Jared Olivetti 
to the sacrament of the Lord’s Supper contrary to his lawful and continuing suspension by Synod from the 
privileges of church membership. This action is contrary to the fundamental law and and the law and order of 
the Reformed Presbyterian Church of North America. 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 

Pastor Kyle Borg 

Addendum of Clarification: This complaint is not submitted to preclude other alternative constitutional methods 
of review and correction of the lower court by the higher court.
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January 12, 2023 

Dear Fathers and Brethren: 

The Southfield RPC Session hereby transmits the attached complaint to presbytery. We welcome presbytery’s 
involvement in this case, and have postponed the trial until after the spring meeting. If further comment is 
needed regarding the substance of the complaint, we are happy to share additional details at the meeting. 
However, in order to protect the complainant’s public reputation, we would prefer to share these details 
either in executive session or to a committee/commission appointed by the court to adjudicate this matter. 

The SRPC Session 
 Elder Jon Hughes (clerk) 
 Elder John Kim 
 Pastor Adam Kuehner (moderator)

S O U T H F I E L D  R E F O R M E D
P R E S B Y T E R I A N  C H U R C H  

Where Christ is the center of it a!
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February 16, 2023 

To the Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery, 

On December 10, 2022 the Ad Interim Commission of the GLG Presbytery determined to 
“send to the full Presbytery meeting in March 2023, the request of James Faris (former 
Teaching Elder at Second RPC, Indianapolis) for his credentials to be sent to Zionsville 
Fellowship Church in Zionsville, Indiana.” 

As the GLG Presbytery will deliberate and decide upon this request at its upcoming full 
meeting of Presbytery, it may be useful to have the following information: 

Appended below is an email from Mr. Faris which was distributed to a list of people, 
including communicant members in the RPCNA, sent on January, 11, 2023, as Immanuel 
RPC was preparing to celebrate the Lord’s Supper on February 5, 2023, and administer the 
Supper to Mr. Olivetti in defiance of the ruling of Synod of the RPCNA. I here provide Mr. 
Faris’s original email in its entirety for your information. 

Sincerely before our Lord, 

Keith Evans 
Servant of the Church, RPTS 
Presbytery of the Alleghenies, TE

100 Laurelwood Dr Pittsburgh PA 15237 United States      765-414-9373     

GLG 23-
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Fwd: Invitation to encourage Immanuel

---------- Forwarded message ----------
Date: Jan 11, 2023 at 9:44 AM -0500

Dear brothers and sisters,

You are those who signed the complaint to synod last summer regarding matters pertaining to Immanuel. I write
today especially those of you who live in Indiana.

I’m writing to invite you to encourage the Immanuel congregation in West Lafayette by joining them for
worship with communion on February 5.

This beleaguered congregation has endured many hardships over the last couple of years, and they have held
fast to Jesus Christ. My family and I have worshiped with them on a number of occasions and have seen the joy
they have expressed in the midst of trial. Their faith, hope, and love abound and they continue to reach others in
the community. Yet, it is a lonely season for these saints. So, I promised them that I would recruit friends to come
and encourage them in their service to the Lord if they would help coordinate a fellowship meal after the worship
service.

Worship is at 10:00 a.m. on February 5, 2023 at 2212 Yeager Road, West Lafayette, IN 47906. Interim Pastor
Dan Perrin will be preaching.

Those who come are invited to participate in a pitch-in lunch after the morning service. It is not the week of the
month for the congregation’s regular fellowship meal, but many from the congregation will also be joining those
who are guests for lunch. Please bring enough for yourself plus a little to share if you wish to stay.

Some of you may have questions about the current state of affairs. The congregation has voted to leave the
RPCNA over disagreements of how ecclesiastical problems should be addressed (1 Pet. 4:8) and what it looks
like to pursue a culture of gospel grace (Eph. 4:1-3; Jude 21). Yet, they have sought to work with the remaining
commissions and committees of the RPCNA as much as they are able in order to live at peace with all men as far
as it depends on them (Rom. 12:18). You may be aware that their pastor, Jared Olivetti, was barred from the
Lord’s Supper by the RPCNA in addition to being defrocked last year. Jared and his defense refused to attend the
ecclesiastical trial because of what was obviously a kangaroo court.

Recognizing the gross injustice of the proceedings of the synod last year, many of Immanuel’s officers and
members objected to communing under the requirements of the RPCNA. So, for the peace and unity of the body,
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the congregation had ceased to celebrate the Lord’s Supper altogether for more than six months. Though the
local elders believed Jared could be admitted to the Lord’s Supper, they did not exercise their jurisdictional rights
to admit him to the table out of deference to the RPCNA courts, even after the congregation voted to leave the
denomination. It was a noble attempt to live peaceably with all men while seeking to resolve matters of dispute.

In the spring of 2022, the Synod Judicial Commission had declared Jared guilty of specific offenses in a
ecclesiastical court setting without any defense present and without any cross-examination of witnesses.

At synod last summer, the RPCNA assigned a commission to follow-up with Jared Olivetti. It has now heard all of
the statements of confession Jared made before he was barred from the table (which the earlier commission
refused to consider before the trial). The commission has compared those statements with the charges against
him and found that they were glad for his responses.

Yet, even now, after more than six months of work has been done since synod, the follow-up commission still
does not believe Jesus has a place for Jared at his table, but the commission cannot articulate any substantive
reason why. They are incapable of telling or unwilling to tell Jared what he has done wrong and for which he has
not repented. Nor are they able to say what he should do to repent to in order to be welcomed back to the Lord’s
Supper. They simply say that other as-yet-unknown persons are offended for as-yet-unknown offenses…and that
the commission will get back to him later. This, in spite of Jared’s clear willingness to meet with or hear from any
who believe he has sinned against them.

What might be the problem? Well, it seems that for the current commission to allow Jared back to the table
without some new statement of repentance would be to imply that the original judgment of the SJC and synod to
ban him from the Lord’s Supper was wrong. And if it were admitted that this judgment was wrong because of the
flawed judicial process that was pursued, what about the other judgments against Jared? Is it possible that the
whole case against him could crumble as it was constructed if this were to be acknowledged?

Or is the problem that the church has a fundamentally flawed understanding and practice of justice, redemption,
forgiveness, and reconciliation? Or is the law of God being twisted in ways never intended by the Lawgiver? Or
are there some involved in the process who would rather see vengeance than redemption? Or has a fear of
man’s opinion overtaken the desire to please God? Or some combination of some of these and/or other factors?
Perhaps the Lord alone knows, but something is seriously amiss.

Whatever the case, the RPCNA continues to ban Jared from Jesus’ table without valid reason. This injustice
harms not only one man, but a whole congregation. While the RPCNA has constantly dangled a carrot of hope
that restoration is just ahead, it has regularly moved the goalposts. Job stated in Job 6:14 that: “He who
withholds kindness from a friend forsakes the fear of the Almighty.” Is the RPCNA forsaking the fear of the
Almighty by withholding the basic kindness God shows to his people? Is the church unable to feature the grace
with which it has been entrusted?

The Immanuel elders who have walked closely with Jared and who have examined the claims against him have
seen that the commission’s ruling is unjust and is contrary to the word of God. Knowing that, like the apostles of
old, they must obey God rather than man (Acts 5:29), they exercised their rightful jurisdiction over the
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congregation and admitted Jared to the Lord’s Supper starting in December 2022. The congregation again began
celebrating God’s grace in this way, proclaiming the Lord’s death until he comes (1 Cor. 11:26).

Abraham Kuyper once wrote: “Only in churches which take their stand in Calvinism [biblical Christianity], do we
find that spiritual independence which enables the believer to oppose, if need be, and for God's sake, even the
most powerful office-bearer in his church. Only he who personally stands before God on his own account, and
enjoys an uninterrupted communion with God, can properly display the glorious wings of liberty.” The Lord has
stood beside and strengthened the leaders of this congregation to follow Jesus, even in the face of opposition.

As many of you know, I myself (and others) have left the RPCNA, in part, because of the gross injustices of this
situation. It fits a pattern of other legalistic actions and attitudes in the denomination that focus on rules and
structure instead of cultivating the spiritual life of the church. Jesus gives strong warnings against those who shut
the kingdom of heaven in people’s faces (Matt. 23:1-15). Elders are charged to prioritize bringing people to
Jesus, not keeping people from Jesus. At the Lord’s Supper, we get to celebrate this great privilege of bringing
God’s needy people to him and of seeing his kingdom strengthened and built.

Over the holidays, many of you enjoyed family meals together. Grandmothers and mothers were glad to have
their family at the table. We also know that our matriarchs noticed with sadness who was absent from the holiday
table in addition to rejoicing over those who were present. You can imagine Grandma's indignation if she were to
learn that one member of the family had intentionally kept another member of the family away without justifiable
reason. How much more indignant is Jesus Christ in such a situation? He died and rose again for his children.
Jesus delights to have his repentant children at his table. He loves to see his people welcome one another as
Christ has welcomed them (Rom. 15:7).

Obviously, the Immanuel congregation is moving forward in a new direction denominationally as they follow the
Lord.

You may not know what to think of all of the decisions made by the various church courts. But, you can still take
this opportunity to love and encourage your brothers and sisters in the Lord in a tangible way by joining them for
worship to celebrate God’s grace in Christ. They are your flesh and blood in the Lord who follow Jesus but have
been isolated in many ways. Now is a wonderful time to come alongside and magnify the Lord with them (Psa.
34:3).

To help the congregation prepare, please let me know if you plan to come on February 5, and I will let the
Immanuel elders and deacons know to expect you. An RSVP is not required of course, but it may help with
planning. Finally, if you cannot call on the Lord with Immanuel in person, please call on him in prayer for the
church there and for all involved.

In Christ,
James Faris
jas.faris@gmail.com
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Communication with Recommendations

Fathers, Brethren, and now Sons,

In late 2019, numerous hidden acts of sexual sin by a single minor member of Immanuel Reformed 

Presbyterian Church began to be progressively discovered and considered by that member's authorities. 

Of these acts, 4 were against individual minors whose families remained in the Immanuel Congregation, 4 

were against individual minors whose families left the Immanuel Congregation as a result of the acts, and 

7 were against individuals whose families were outside the Immanuel Congregation.  One of the latter 

families has recently filed a lawsuit against the sinning member, his family, the IRPC Congregation, and the 

RPCNA.

By the middle of 2020 (some action regarding this was taken at a special meeting regarding the writings of

then Christ Church Pastor Michael LeFebvre), the member's body of ecclesiastical authorities, that is, the 

IRPC Session (Jared Olivetti, moderator, David Carr, Keith Magill, Ben Larson, Nate Pfeiffer, and Zachary 

Blackwood) were aware of much detail of the sin, and realized that the extent of the problem was great 

enough to require the support of Presbytery to rightly resolve the matter. 

During this entire process, the IRPC Session made several bad (i.e., enough to be accused and convicted of 

sin) decisions, primarily stemming from the moderator's remaining, and promoting direction, despite a 

severe personal conflict of interest, as well as his delay while attempting to personally and privately 

resolve the sin issues (no assertion is made here that there was delay in reporting sexual abuse to civil 

authorities quickly after discovered in April 2020) as more instances continued to progressively be 

revealed, rather than the timely involvement of the rest of the IRPC Session, and other help as needed.  

As a result of these decisions, IRPC Session came into conflict with the original Presbytery committee sent 

to assist them.  

As a result of this conflict, Presbytery appointed another group of Presbyters, confusingly calling it the 

Immanuel Judicial Commission, but with a committee's remit, that is, to investigate and recommend 

(rather than the usual practice of giving a “judicial commission” a remit of adjudicating a matter).  I believe

(apparently along with the Immanuel Congregation, a minority of other Presbyters, and several men who 

have left eldership as a result of this matter) that the evidence supports my conclusion that despite the 

delay, conflict of interest, and resulting undue influence of the moderator, the intent of these men was to 

rightly perform their duty without partiality or favor to any of their congregation.

The individuals most severely harmed by the actions of the sinning member are: 

• the 15 (7 outside of RPCNA jurisdiction, but who nonetheless should of course be treated with

great love and attempted restoration going forward) individuals against whom the sins were

committed,

• their families (including two elders on the IRPC Session),

• the family of the sinning member (including the Pastor, perhaps the greatest of that family),

• and corporately, the whole Immanuel Congregation.

All of these individuals and families were severely harmed, and but for some of their failures in addressing 

the sin in a proper manner, innocent victims of the sin.

While the original Immanuel Judicial Commission openly claimed to be operating under partiality toward 

“victims,” (“victim-centered approach, IJC Report, Page 2) they excluded from their definition most of the 

victims above, some of the most harmed, including the parents, grandparents and families of physical 

victims within the Session, the family of the sinning member, and the Immanuel Congregation itself, 

labeling as “victims” only the few (4, and included their immediate family members) who sought the 
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imposition of harsh penalties against the Session for sinfully mishandling the matter.  Select persons of the

extended group of victims were included, while others were severely restricted in their observation and 

participation (notably, elders raising their own significant, legitimate motives and actions – mitigating 

circumstances, or even to fellow Presbyters who would advocate on their behalf, were severely chided on 

the floor for doing so) 

In addition to this unjust (centering consideration on the harm of only a very few of the most harmed 

victims), partiality toward a subjectively applied definition of victims, the “Judicial Commission,” exceeded 

its remit to investigate and report (while claiming not to exceed it – “these are only recommendations”), by

making the procedure and wording of the recommendations in such a way as to (without attributing any 

bad intent to the IJC, which I don't believe they had) unduly influence Presbytery to the IJC's desired 

verdict for the IRPC Session.  

That is, defining “repentance” outside of its recommendation in a parliamentary proceeding practically 

forced the unheard of penalty of self-suspension of all elders, prior to a trial (though they were each given, 

with inadequate time to prepare, 7 minutes to “address the report” of IJC, which time they all used to 

confess their sins, and in a case or two to also introduce – with fierce objection from the floor – some of 

the mitigating factors that led to their sins).  

While confessions often should not include mitigating factors, which can be viewed as excuses, the 

procedural status of being ordered to resign without a trial in the upcoming recommendations, required a 

defense, since the usual expectation following confession of sin would be sentencing, at which point such 

considerations are appropriate.  

This unusual and extraordinary procedure may have been due in part to the diverse remit, investigating 

the previous child abuse while at the same time judging the elders going forward, which likely caused 

confusion and conflation in the minds of Presbyters as to the difference between separate disciplinary 

matters of the minor child abuse and the mismanagement of the administration of discipline afterward.

I suggest that after these men's confessions, justice under the law and order of the RPCNA required public 

acceptance of the confession of sin, having presented the offenses and won our brothers, followed by 

either a) immediate sanctions by that Court (up to reprimand), or b) a trial for the purpose of sentencing 

for a higher sanction (e.g., suspension, deposition), where presumably aggravating and mitigating factors 

would have been heard and considered.  The unusual procedural direction of the IJC prevented this from 

occurring.  

After much wrangling (I will happily take much of the blame for that) on the floor of Presbytery, objecting 

to this procedure, some good shepherding by the Moderator of Presbytery, local elders under accusation, 

provisional elders, AIC, and the shepherding committee, things were moving in a direction to hear the 

Immanuel Congregation's pleas for help.  However, the beginnings of a full trial as if the sin had not been 

confessed, and several complaints to Synod from both sides of the issue caused Synod to take original 

jurisdiction over the matter.

Synod took “original jurisdiction” (a civil legal term) after the defendants had already confessed to their 

offenses.  After these men's confessions, justice under the law and order of the RPCNA still required public 

acceptance of the confession of sin, having presented the offenses and won our brothers, followed by only 

assessment of sanctions.

Rather than only sanctioning the admitted sinners of IRPC Session, a lengthy, extensive, and expensive to 

Christ's Kingdom, re-discovery and consideration of facts, from the underlying original matter of a sinning 

IRPC member ensued.  We had won our brother(s), and the only just action remaining on the part of the 

Court was sentencing.  
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Beginning at the Presbytery meeting in which the IJC report was presented, the members of the Immanuel 

Congregation who had been excluded from the list of victims considered in the IJC's definition, begged for 

mercy (rather than demanded, as one source has accused them) through the minority Presbyters, wrote 

their own communications, and tried to express their need and desire for healing as victims to forgive, 

fully restore, and keep their own Session (along with much needed experience, knowledge, and love of and

for the congregation).  

Rather than hearing the cries for mercy of the innocent victims of Immanuel Congregation in the original 

matter, the higher courts prioritized stiff sanctions higher than those harmed by the Session's sins in the 

first place.

  

After nearly 3 years of pleading, losing all hope (wrong) that they could ever be allowed to restore their 

leaders and fully heal, the Immanuel Congregation and its new Session took matters into its own hands 

and attempted to leave the RPCNA outside the provisions of the Constitution. 

Others in the dissenting minority who opposed our injustice through the Presbyterian system left the 

pastorate, their charge as elders, and the denomination itself.  

They should have remained even in suffering, but like some of the families who were unable to reconcile 

with the initial sin, the mishandling Session, and the congregation, the congregation itself also gave-up on 

the Biblical and Presbyterian system.  

One member of IRPC was caught in sin and has been treated (ironically, by the accused Session, and 

harmed Congregation, and not a few peers) with mercy and restoration.  The remaining Immanuel 

Congregation, like a child to a parent, has taught us a valuable example of mercy and forgiveness.  Some of 

the victims of the sin were caught in the sin of mishandling the manner.  We cast the stones they deserved 

at them.  

The corporate body of primary victims begged for (not demanded) mercy, repeatedly, and through a few 

voices in the minority of Presbytery and Synod, and this once strong congregation has given up on us in 

despair.  Perhaps they, like Paul, remain alive beneath the stones.  Let us repent of our lack of mercy, show 

mercy, and save the friends, mentors, brothers, sisters, sons and daughters of the Immanuel Congregation 

from death.

The Magill and Larson Family in particular, victims in every conceivable way, have behaved with great 

honor to Christ in this matter, and nonetheless had their own reputations incorrectly tarnished as a result 

of our actions.  We should ask their forgiveness.

We should now take these men at their word of confession, as is our usual practice, and allow the Holy 

Spirit to convict them and restore as He directs.  Some of them probably won't come back due to grief over 

the sin.  Some over time may continue reconciliation efforts with those lost with results to the great glory 

and honor of God. The continued harm to the Pastor and his family as a result of the sin will most certainly 

continually drive him to his knees in private and public humiliation before the LORD and the culture.   

Finally, with respect to the new IRPC Session, not under any discipline itself at the time, only one reference

in Constitution suggests the possibility of denying membership privileges as a sanction, and even the SJC 

felt they had to provide explanation for using it. They unequivocally imply that Jared Olivetti is a believer 

by repeatedly so referring to him (i.e., “brother”).  SJC has been at all times aware that:

• Jared Olivetti is a member of Immanuel RPC.   

• Jared Olivetti is obligated by his vow of church membership to observe appointed sacraments.

• DCG 1.2 (D-2) indicates that in a regularly organized congregation it belongs to the session alone 
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to admit to membership, of which communicant membership is a part.    

• It is the duty from God and the Constitution of Sessions to admit members to the table.  The 

Session (alone) is to fence the table under specific objective criteria, then leave the examination to 

the observers of the sacrament.  

• The Constitution and God clearly give only the observer of communion the authority of self-

examination of his or her own heart as to partaking in the sacrament.  

• By ordering a Session not to so, particularly upon their more intimate knowledge of whether a 

member is capable of their own duty of self-examination, Synod creates a conflict between the 

Session's known duty to permit believing members to observe the appointed sacraments, and a 

higher court's direction not to do so.  Unless under excommunication, barring a member from the 

table is not according to the law and order of the Church, nor of God's law. This should be removed 

from the list of sanctions in the Constitution, to eliminate such confusion and conflict in the future.

This is the conflict.  Surely all of you men, whom I know and love, with tears, can see that we have some sin

in this matter.  While the Immanuel Congregation has no voice with which to take its offense before its 

brother in person, I am certain that it has an offense against us for the above.  

I beg you, let us make peace with our fathers, brothers, sisters, sons, daughters and friends at Immanuel.  

Let us not lose this congregation because they were innocent victims of sin.  Everyone on both sides says it

is impossible, but it is not.  Will they not return if we accept their confessions and confess and repent 

ourselves?  Will they not take us at our word and forgive and return, knowing they've won their brother?  

Will more stiff penalties for confessed sin advance the Crown and Covenant of Christ, while the body is 

rent?

Men, let us stand down.  Let us give these injured and hurting believers shelter and mercy, not what they 

deserve.  Let us not lose a brace of kinsmen.  I want my kids to grow up in fellowship alongside them.

Recommendation 1: Complaints against Immanuel Session for serving communion to Jared Olivetti be 

referred to Synod 2023, with a recommendation of special mercy toward the Immanuel Congregation for 

their harm from the original sin and handling of the matter, that the sanctions against their former Session

now be lifted, all related Synod committees and commissions be dismissed, and the matter be returned to 

Great Lakes-Gulf Presbytery.

Recommendation 2: A 5 man-study committee be formed to propose amendment to the Constitution to 

remove denial of membership privileges as a possible sanction, absent excommunication, and to suggest 

other changes to better distinguish between procedures for trial of actual charges, and sentencing for 

confessed charges.

Recommendation 3:  Receive this communication and forward to Synod 2023, asking their mercy as well.

For Christ's Crown & Covenant,

James M. Odom, Clerk of Session

Sparta Reformed Presbyterian Church
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To the Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery, 

On February 27th, Pastor Adam Kuehner spoke to me about involvement in the website Peace, 
Purity, and Progress — a website that provides public documentation surrounding the situation at 
Immanuel RPC. In his brotherly confrontation, Mr. Kuehner directly asked if I was responsible 
for contributing the document “Pertinent Records (GLG 23-1, 23-2)” to the website — records 
related to the complaint I have filed with GLGP. I acknowledged that I did. 

Despite Mr. Kuehner’s request that the document not be given beyond the eldership of GLGP, I 
still contributed it to the website. The document was the public minutes of a public court 
pertaining to a public decision that the Immanuel leadership has publicly defended and ordained 
members of GLGP have publicly celebrated. As public minutes they should be, to the best of my 
knowledge, available both ecclesiastically and civilly. 

However, Mr. Kuehner has not participated in the publicizing of these things and his request was 
reasonable. By this action I confess that I have sinned against Mr. Kuehner by not giving 
deference to his request, or communicating with him prior to contributing it to the website. This 
was unwise and it was unseasonable and did not reflect a spirit of charity, and it resulted in his 
character and integrity — which are above reproach — to be questioned. As a result of his 
brotherly confrontation I acknowledged this to him and sought his forgiveness which was 
extended to me. 

I write this communication to inform the GLGP of these things. 

Humbly, 

Pastor Kyle Borg 

GLG 23-11
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To the Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery & the Immanuel Reformed Presbyterian Church Session, 

I write to express with sincerity my apology for having contributed the document “Pert Records for GLG 
23-1 and 23-2” to a public website on February 24, 2023.

I did so within the framework of two assumptions. First, it was my understanding that the clerk’s 
instruction was an advisory caution and not a binding dictate. This was on the basis of my reading of the 
Directory for Church Government, and accepted parliamentary procedures. I believed that the clerk may 
encourage reasonable discretion, but did not think his will represented the determination of the court.  

My second assumption was that the minutes of courts are public in nature and cannot be declared 
confidential. This was on the basis of my understanding of the Directory for Church Government, 
Robert’s Rules of Order, the determinations of Synod, and circumstances of the government of the Church 
common to human actions and societies. 

Because of these assumptions I believed the offended party was only Mr. Kuehner, and sought his 
forgiveness for my action. I understand that neither the Immanuel session or the Great Lakes Gulf 
Presbytery agrees with either of those assumptions, and have taken offense at my action. 

Therefore, brothers, in an effort to walk with a clear conscience before the Lord Jesus Christ, and in 
integrity before men, I would humbly ask the Immanuel session and the Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery to 
forgive me. In contributing the document to a public website I sinned against you. What I did was unwise, 
it did not give honor or deference to your ecclesiastical bodies, it did not speak the truth in a seasonable 
way, it did not promote the trust that is needed in your courts and among brothers, it was contrary to the 
lawful instruction given, and it is not reflective of the relationship I desire to have among those who are 
co-laborers in the Lord. 

With special emphasis I want to apologize to the Immanuel Reformed Presbyterian session. I know there 
are things that divide us and may still divide us, but my impropriety in this action was an unnecessary and 
avoidable contribution to further strain in this relationship. 

Brothers, for these things I sincerely and with a broken spirit apologize and ask that both the Immanuel 
Reformed Presbyterian church session and the Great Lakes Gulf Presbytery would extend to me 
forgiveness, and that love that covers a multitude of sins. 

I also want to affirm to these ecclesiastical bodies that my session has been informed of these things, and I 
am looking to their shepherding care for accountability in my continued growth in grace.  

I look to that day when Jesus Christ the only Head and King of the Church will do what no man can — 
namely, make us truly and forever one in all things. 

I am striving to boast in Christ with you all, and remain your brother and servant, 

Kyle Borg

GLG 23-11B
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GLG 23-12
Mr. Smith, 

I know that Mr. Eshelman stated this on the floor of GLGP, but I wanted to write (to keep 
a paper trail) and inform your committee that I am withdrawing my complaint and 
charge of sin. Upon the submission of my charge I noted that I would happily defer to 
another judicial course, and I believe it's time for me to do that. The action of IRPC in 
administering the Lord’s Supper to Mr. Olivetti is very public and universally known. The 
BOD states: “If session or a higher court learns of a sinning member, it must not ignore 
the situation” (I.3.1, E-4), and I am confident that GLGP will not ignore this situation 
and can have a better path forward without my participation.  

May the Lord prosper the work of your hands. 

In Jesus, 
Kyle [Borg] 

CC’ed Mr. Adam Kuehner clerk of GLGP
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