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No doubt this comes quickly and may seem abrupt to the new Elders and new CLT, but you are
charged with resolving this matter. We are extremely concerned that the information or people
necessary to understand the facts are missing to you. Therefore, it is absolutely critical that any
misinformation is sorted out immediately. It is time to bring truth to light and blessing to those who
attend Harvest Bible Chapel. Our prayer is that it comes through the existing structure of Harvest’s
communication. We do not want this information to come to light through other means or Pastor
James directly as it will effectively eliminate any form of proper reconciliation.
We greatly appreciate your consideration for this meeting and prayerfully await your response.
For the sake of Christ and His church,

Chris Clark, Jim Dvoratchek, Eric Freckman and Mike Lankford
--------------Letter #2
Date: June 11, 2019
To: The Elders and CLT of Harvest Bible Chapel
From: A group of Harvest members
Subject: Tuesday meeting follow up
All,
While we were hopeful that our prior le1er would have resulted in a mee7ng with the elder board, we are
thankful that we were given the opportunity to speak with John, Beth, and Karl. Preceding the mee7ng, there
was much prayer by not only us, but a much larger group of church members who are eager to see the church
free of this cloud of confusion/distrac7on that has been over us much of the calendar year.
We think it is important to restate our goal from our prior correspondence: we are FOR Harvest Bible Chapel
(not against) therefore we are encouraging the healing of our church. Our intent is nothing more than promo7ng
a loving, truthful, gracious way forward for our church and James to come to a mutual understanding and
peaceful resolu7on. Our sole intent in bringing addi7onal informa7on to light. We know that there is a
disturbance in our church which is crea7ng the lack of unity with our former founding pastor and current
leadership. All can begin a true healing process once these ma1ers are behind our church.
We want to reiterate once again that we all understand the sin on James’ part in this. That is not a small thing.
We have taken much 7me to read both his long and short repentance statements and we have seen James’
willingness to submit and repent over the last several months. This is most recently evidenced by his desire to
meet with leadership face to face, in order to share that repentance and work on a way forward together. Lastly,
James has not given direc7on of us to send this le1er, nor has he seen any part of it.
Early into the 7me together on Tuesday, it became exceedingly clear that there is much ground between the two
sides. I say “two sides” meaning this:
*All of us in that room truly want what is best for our church and that is to glorify Jesus Christ and witness to

the world His gospel. All 8 of us in that room are sold out for that cause, there is no disagreement there. The
“two sides” simply means that there are signiﬁcant disagreement over recent processes, statements, and
judgements that have been made. *
We believe that both James and the church have played a role in the deteriora7on of the situa7on. When we
asked John, Beth, and Karl if they saw any areas of fault in leadership, the answer was “no”. The aim here is that
if there is sin on the side of either party – there needs to be acknowledgement of that sin, repentance, and steps
towards reconcilia7on.
Acknowledgment of fault by both sides will encourage unity and a peaceful way forward.
*At the end of the meeGng, we were asked to compile a list of examples where leadership has sinned in the
way that the situaGon has been handled. *
We respecSully wanted to complete the task noted in the prior sentence, and that is what we have wri1en
below. We believe that there are great days ahead for our church.
While together, there were several examples brought up of events over recent months, such as:
1. The process of determining James to be unﬁt for the role of Sr. Pastor in the January elder mee7ng.
2. The care plan for the MacDonald family (Luke and Kristen, Landon and Bri, James and Kathy) – Rick and Lyn
Donald – Jeﬀ and Bethany Donaldson once this all began.
3. The declara7on of “ungodly behavior as it relates to the spending in our SPO” – followed by the
announcement of an independent ﬁnancial review.
4. The status of James’ repentance.
*There was more to the discussion, but these are a few examples of topics that we reviewed.
1. In the January elder mee7ng that led to the determina7on that James was unﬁt to be the Sr. Pastor of HBC, a
signiﬁcant oversight took place.
• Ma1hew 18:15-17 has a clear tone of the accused being present for all the hearing of all grievances. V. 15 – the
le1er writers were grieved by James, per the verse – they should have gone directly to him. V.16 – if he does not
listen take two or three with...V17 – if he refuses to listen to them...and if he refuses to listen to even the church
then separate from him.
• The understanding of Ma1hew 18 is a personal oﬀense between two Chris7ans, not about an ecclesias7cal
grievance. We agree with this, and herein lies the issue:
The le&er writers should have brought the grievance to James directly, with their current issues. Then if James
declined, the le&er writer should have had witnesses and appealed to James. If James were to decline that
appeal, THEN and only then the le&er writer should have brought the accusa=ons to the church.
*Step one and step two of obeying Ma1hew 18 were skipped by the le1er writers and the church is complicit in
manufacturing an outlet for the le1er writers to avoid James and took the ma1ers into their own hands.
1 Timothy 5: 19 talks more directly about the charges against an elder. V19 – do not admit a charge
against an elder except on the evidence of two or three witnesses. *There is not argument that there
were more than two or three witnesses that had le1ers or grievances, but there was oversight in James
not being present for the statements and allega7ons. We have seen direct statements from the le1ers to
be falsehoods. There are also true parts of the le1ers which speak to the sinful ﬂaws in James, and we
are not defending that. Our point is that the le1ers and accusa7ons should have been made in the
presence of James and others that had the ability to determine what is true and what is false before
using the le1ers as the ammuni7on to determine the verdict.
*Please hear the point here: we are not arguing that James should have remained in the role of Sr.
Pastor. We are poin7ng to the sin in the process of obtaining the judgement on him, and there is an
opportunity to repent.

