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Session’s Response to the February 14th, 2022, Accusation Against the 
Midway Session 

 
MPC March 8, 2021 Called Session Meeting Minutes (excerpted) 
 
A Resolution (per BCO 3-2, 11-4, and 12-5b) in response to the February 14, 2021 letter 
signed by active ruling elders Don Barnett, Clay David, and James Scott; distributed to 
Session on March 1, 2021.  
 
WHEREAS, on February 14, 2021, three active Midway Session members (ruling elders Barnett, 
David, and Scott), co-signed a letter addressed and sent to the PCA's Office of Stated Clerk 
attacking both the NW Georgia Presbytery and indirectly the Session of Midway Church 
charging the former with behavior that was "delinquent" and "grossly unconstitutional" in its 
support of the Midway Session...  
 
WHEREAS, a copy of this letter was received by Midway's Clerk of Session on February 19 
with no advance notice of this letter having been given by any within the authoring group to the 
Midway Session prior to the letter's publication outside Midway church... 
 
WHEREAS, the February 14 letter contained both misleading impressions and inaccurate claims 
and this Resolution attempts, in part and at the length necessary, to set the record straight on so 
many errors of judgment and fact in numerous areas out of sincere love for all officers and for 
Christ’s church... 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, the Session of Midway Presbyterian Church does hereby declare and 
adopt the following statement of our sentiments and opinions: 
 
RESOLVED, that the Midway Session hereby expresses its deep concern for the spiritual 
condition of the three active elders who co-signed the letter and asks that they repent from their 
participation in the February 14 letter and seek forgiveness where appropriate.  To wit... 
  
Disturbing aspects of their participation with this letter include: 
o the damage done by their actions to their working relationship with their brothers on the 

Midway Session, effecting a loss of confidence.    
o the disrespect and contempt they showed their Session by their secrecy and silence 

regarding their intent to publicly join their reputations to this deeply flawed and ill-
informed letter. 

o the disrespect and judgmentalism they showed in maligning Midway's brothers and 
colleagues on the NWGA Presbytery, without being adequately informed. 

o the disrespect they showed to Midway's own representatives to NWGA Presbytery. 
o two of these three elders helped publicly install Midway's three associate pastors in August 

2020 by laying on hands, as a confirmation of the Holy Spirit’s consecration, yet publicly 
attacked their Installation 6 months later despite the teaching of I Timothy 5:17 (i.e., 
teaching elders are worthy of double honor). 

o the damage done to the credibility and trustworthiness of these three active elders re 
Midway church matters. 
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o the damage done to the witness of true unity in the sacrament of the Lord’s Supper by an 
elder serving Communion with Session brothers whom he simultaneously attacked the 
same night by signing the dated letter quietly sent to highest court of the denomination. 

o the disunity they have caused within Midway's church and Session in lending their names 
and office to the solicitation of other Midway members who co-signed the letter against 
their own Session, without a careful representation of critical truths. 

o their implicit consent to the 13 complainants' circumventing proper church courts despite 
the sense/spirit of Matthew 18. 

o a developing pattern of circumventing proper church courts. 
  
RESOLVED, that the Midway Session hereby in this Resolution declares its own conscience and 
contends for a correct view of recent actions by NWGA Presbytery and Midway's Session 
relative to the PCA Book of Church Order.  To wit... 
  
The February 14 letter distorts facts, imputes wrongdoing to elders in good standing without 
gathering facts, and displays an ignorance of our constitution.  
  
The following examples illustrate the selective nature of the evidence included in the letter and 
its partisan attempt to magnify disagreements: 
  
1.  The letter was signed by only three currently serving elders, but gives the impression to 
readers that a strong consensus of Midway leadership supports their concerns. No attempt was 
made to clarify and distinguish present from past leadership. The ambiguity enables a distorted 
picture of the circumstances. 
  
The following illustrates when each of the co-signers last served as officers at Midway: 

§ Jerry Blades (ordained sometime in the past but served as deacon only at Midway--not as 
an elder) 

§ Larry Judy (last served in office more than 20 years ago) 
§ Mike Kline (last served in office over 12 years ago) 
§ Lindsey Tippins (last served in office over 10 years ago) 
§ Ed Knox (last served in office over 8 years ago) 
§ Mel Bokhoven (last served in office over 15 years ago) 
§ Dan Crouse (served one term as deacon and was judged not qualified for a second term; 

see SJC 2019-11) 
§ Reggie Harris (last served in office over 13 years ago) 
§ Ken Joiner (last served in office over 6 years ago) 
§ Fred Warren (last served in office over 20 years ago). 

 
In addition, no active deacon signed this solicited letter. 
  
2.  The letter, signed by the three actively serving elders, was a solicited attempt to marshal 
support for an issue that is being adjudicated by our courts. In supporting an active recruitment 
of signatories, the three Midway elders have fostered division among men rather than working 
for peace.  This letter also wrongly seeks to raise new issues that have not been timely filed to be 
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considered as complaints or that will be adjudicated in due time, inappropriately thus alleging 
error. 
  
3.  Regrettably, the letter is another means of seeking to undo an election and unseat three 
pastors who have been judged qualified by the Midway Session and the Northwest Georgia 
Presbytery. Since joining the Session, one of these was nominated and elected as Stated Clerk. 
  
4.  The letter displays ignorance of presbytery’s established protocols in commissioning 
pastors—regrettably, an ignorance that did not dissuade the three elders from accusing 
presbytery and its Credentials Committee of committing error. They claim, “The Presbytery 
erred by permitting the Credentials Committee to approve multiple simultaneous calls when only 
the Presbytery can act on a call, thus violating BCO 21-1.” Had they acted with charity or 
restraint, they could have queried commission members or any pastor and been told (per 
presbytery by-laws; section VI.C.3) that the Credentials Committee is granted commission status 
to approve calls between presbytery meetings.1 Furthermore, the Presbytery publicly and 
irrevocably ratified the action of its commission on August 15, 2020, putting it beyond question 
that right order had been followed. 
  
5.  The signatories further display ignorance of presbytery protocols and a willingness to 
caricature in the following statement: “the Credentials committee approved the calls at a meeting 
starting 30 minutes before the evening service where the three pastors were installed as 
associates.” What the minutes actually show, however, is that the Credentials Committee 
chairman was authorized several days before the installation to question each pastor to ensure 
nothing had changed in their theological views since being received into presbytery. All 
commission members were aware that no candidate had any changes in their theological views. 
This is standard practice in our presbytery, yet, regrettably, the letter distorts and maligns 
presbytery committee members and their process by omitting these details.2 The letter even 
maligns the Moderator of Presbytery for doing what should have been done. 
  
6.  The letter maligns the presbytery judicial commission called to hear the Stuart Michelson case 
by asserting they had changed their ruling in response to inappropriate pressure from Midway 
elders rather than clarifying it in the second document. Yet, the commission minutes clearly 
document due deliberation and a desire to clarify the original ruling, not alter it. Sadly, no 
signatory of the letter attempted to question the commission’s chairman or secretary, a highly 
suspect omission when one is criticizing the commission’s process while also appealing for 
decency and order in the church. 

 
1 The minutes state the following: “The candidates were advised of their approval by the committee serving as 
commission and informed that they were approved to enter the field prior to being approved by the Presbytery, 
per Presbytery Bylaw as stated in Section VI.C.3, “This committee is empowered to act as a commission between 
stated meetings for the purpose of approving called teaching elders to enter the field prior to being approved by 
Presbytery. The committee must be unanimous in its approval or the called minister cannot enter the field without 
appearing before and being approved by Presbytery at a regular stated meeting. Any approval to enter the field 
must be ratified at the next stated meeting of Presbytery.” 
 
2 The minutes state the following: “TE Smit reported he had written confirmation from each of the three 
candidates there are no changes in their views since the assumption of their ordination vows in accordance with 
BCO 21-5.” 
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7.  The letter accuses the Midway session of circularizing the court by distributing a motion for 
the presbytery clerk to add to the docket that would later be moved on the floor of presbytery. 
Giving fraternal and advance notice of proposals is standard, courteous practice in both Session 
and presbytery meetings. Moreover, BCO 15-3 explicitly allows that presbytery “may refer ... 
any strictly constitutional issue(s) to a study committee.” It continues, “In case of referral, the 
Presbytery shall either dismiss some or all of the specific charges raised in the case or decide the 
case only after the report of the study committee has been heard and discussed.” Thus, the 
distribution of the motion for a constitutional study committee was perfectly in order and 
believed to be helpful. Moreover, Elders Barnett, David, and Scott did not communicate any 
concern, objection, or request for clarification to any of their fellow elders on the Session before 
signing this letter of February 14, 2021—not even at the February 15, 2021 stated meeting. 
  
The actions of these three elders, particularly in participating in a solicited attempt to both 
magnify and fabricate the appearance of wrongdoing at Midway, seems inherently divisive. This 
Resolution declares that we are grieved that they would be part of soliciting signatures from 
former Midway officers, deepening the divide between past and present. 
  
The Session of Midway calls upon our brothers to repudiate these actions. They have lent their 
names to what the sentiment of this Resolution cannot approve, i.e., a divisive effort, leading to 
complicity in fomenting division within the church body. 
  
We affirm with the Apostle Paul that this dispute with one another is already a defeat (1 Cor 
6:7). It would be better to be wronged than so to divide our fellowship. Paul further says, “If 
anyone is inclined to be contentious, we have no such practice, nor do the churches of God” (1 
Cor 11:16). 
  
The Midway Session does not wish to permit or continue sinful contentiousness.  Too much 
energy, time, and resources have already been spent in contention. Galatians 5:14-15 further 
declares: "For the whole law is fulfilled in one word: 'You shall love your neighbor as 
yourself.'  But if you bite and devour one another, watch out that you are not consumed by one 
another." 
  
We make this resolution in hopes that our brothers in the minority will better and with more 
humility serve the Lord and will join with us in ministry to His Flock to build up, not to divide, 
and to cease insisting that they are more correct or righteous than the rest of the Session or the 
Presbytery. 
  
 

 
 
 


