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June 14, 2005

To Whom it May Concern,

Greetings in the Name of our Lord Jesus Christ. My name is Ron Seidel. I am the Senior Pastor of
Granada Hills Community Church in Granada Hills, California. The Lord has afforded me the
privilege of ministering to this congregation for the past twenty-one years. GHCC has been part
of the evangelical community for over fifty-five years. As a pastor, [ am committed to the
authority of Scripture and the proper implementation of its principles. That is in part why I feel
compelled to write this letter.

In 2001, I wrote a public response to bring clarity to Gary and Anne Marie Ezzos’ church status.
At that time it came to my attention through correspondence and conversations that some rumor-
driven confusion existed over the biblical legitimacy of their fellowship with us and within the
Body of Christ. This confusion seems to stem back to their departure from Living Hope
Evangelical Fellowship in March of 2000.

A Pastor recently asked me if I still stand by the findings of our Council of Elders of 2001? 1
assured him that not only do we stand by those findings but do so with greater surety as the
years have a way of bringing hidden details to light. I trust as their pastor that I can help dispel
some of the rumors, associated concerns and inaccurate media reports about the Ezzos that have
now circled the world. While the general content and conclusion of this document remains the
same as in 2001, the form and several points within, were expanded and updated for further
clarity. I will again endeavor to present facts in this letter and avoid any extended personal
commentary.

At the time that the events below unfolded, the Ezzos were part of the GHCC fellowship. As their
pastor, I desire nothing less then to have Gary and Anne Marie honor Christ in all things and at
all times, especially during trials and testing. During the process of examination I became very
familiar with the circumstances and events that lead Gary and Anne Marie to disassociate
themselves from the leadership at Living Hope Evangelical Fellowship. As a Council of Elders
we found their concerns very credible. In spite of the reprisal brought against them, the Ezzos
kept the matter very private, between themselves and their former leadership, so no unfavorable
opinion would fall on their former elders or pastor.

The most relevant point discovered in our six month review centered on the time line of evidence
and testimonies of witnesses. It is fairly clear that it was not Living Hope pursing the Ezzos on
matters of sinful conduct, rather the Ezzos privately pursuing the leadership of Living Hope in
the Matthew 18 process. This portion of the record is well documented, supported in writing and
confirmed by witnesses. What is not documented or well supported is the claim that the Ezzos
were biblically subject to “excommunication” after their departure. We found no moral or biblical
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justification for such an act by Living Hope’s leadership nor have they elected to provide any. On
the contrary, sufficient contradictory evidence suggested the entire story may have been
contrived to divert attention from the actual reasons why the Ezzos left Living Hope.

Nonetheless, because of the seriousness of these accusations, our Council of Elders knew we had
a biblical obligation to investigate all public concerns and charges, and to pursue the matter
without bias. While we acknowledge that our investigation is the third major review looking into
the accusations, we felt we had a moral obligation to conduct our own inquiry independent of
prior conclusions.

As a pastor seeking to honor Christ in all things, especially in ecclesiastical matters, I can say
without prejudice that if there was any sinful liability on the part of Gary or Anne Marie related
to Living Hope, they would not have been welcomed into our church membership. They would
have been directed back to their former church to resolve their issues.

We investigated the Living Hope matter for six months. Upon examination of historical evidence,
written testimony, and detailed conversations with primary and secondary witnesses to both
parties and events, and after a review of the Living Hope process, we concluded:

1. That the concerns raised by the Ezzos over the misconduct of their former spiritual leaders had
biblical validity. (Their concerns were validated by a second, unrelated event addressed in point
four.) That after sharing their concerns privately, the Ezzos felt it best to separate themselves
from their leadership. We believe the trail of evidence affirms that the Ezzos conducted their
departure humbly and privately, with the utmost concern and protection for the public
reputation of Living Hope's spiritual leadership. The Ezzos separation from Living Hope did not
violate any New Testament ecclesiastical principle.

2. We found no evidence suggesting prior to their departure that any charges of misconduct or
wrongdoing were ever presented to the Ezzos. Nor has any evidence come forward suggesting
that charges were imminent or necessary or there were any concerns over character or
misconduct. We found no evidence that suggest the Ezzos were under any phase or even the
suggestion of church discipline prior to their departure from Living Hope. In short, there was no
Matthew 18:15-18 process, prior to or after their departure. It is our theological opinion, that if
any charge existed prior to their departure, the Ezzos would have been bound to Living Hope's
process and authority. To date, and after repeated requests, the elders of Living Hope have not
provided our leadership or any other inquiring body, any evidence contrary to these findings or
biblical basis for their actions.

3. We also investigated the post-departure charges made against Gary and Anne Marie. These
charges were signed by the pastor as being authentic. While there was no evidence presented that
could support the charges there was sufficient evidence that rendered them contradictory and
unconvincing.

We discovered that four out of the five post-departure charges presented to the Ezzos were
supposed offenses against the pastor and his wife. Yet, we were disturbed to discover that neither
the pastor nor his wife felt compelled to pursue the Ezzos in obedience to Matthew 18:15, if in
fact these charges were valid. (Matthew 18:15-17 represents explicit commands in form and
substance. It is clearly stated, leaving nothing implied. If there is no Matthew 18:15 there can be



no Matthew 18:16 or 17.) The fifth written charge was denied and dismissed by the testimony of
the individual named in the charge. Thus, according to the pastor’s written account, the entire
church discipline story rested on four charges related to the pastor and his wife. The charges did
not materialize until six days after the Ezzo’s left the church and none of them were substantiated
or experienced personally. There were no verified witnesses, no dates of occurrence and no
Matthew 18:15.

’

4. The most vindicating piece of evidence favoring the Ezzos is contained in this final point. We
have in our possession the documented evidence that lends significant support to the Ezzo's
original concerns related to their former pastor’s truthfulness in reporting. The evidence came in
the form of a false police report signed and filed by the Ezzos’” former pastor and affirmed by a
second elder within days after the Ezzos left Living Hope Evangelical Fellowship. The report was
filed against a former elder of Living Hope who shared similar concerns as the Ezzos. In an
apparent effort to prevent the man from speaking to any church member, the pastor filed a false
complaint with the LAPD that stated the former elder disrupted a church service in a “loud and
boisterous” manner.

I have that report in my possession. As a former Santa Monica Police Officer, and now chaplain
with the LAPD West Valley Division, I have first hand knowledge of this document’s contents. I
investigated the matter speaking with fifteen first-hand witnesses who were present in the
service and attested to the falsity of the statements. While the report itself is not directly tied to
the Ezzos' situation, it was a substantial confirmation and validation of the spiritual depth of the
Ezzos' concerns about their former pastor and church leaders.

Providing false statements to a law enforcement officer in the state of California is a violation of
148.5 P.C. (False Police Report). This is a misdemeanor punishable by and up to but no more than
one year in the Los Angeles County Jail. When a second person joins in the filing of a false police
report it becomes a violation of 182 P.C. (Conspiracy). This is a felony. The police officer whose
name appears on the report as the officer taking the report is even false. The report was written
by an LAPD officer who attends LHEF and had another officer sign off on the report. 1 Timothy
3:2 tells us the elder must be ‘above reproach” (GK anepilemptos). Literally the elder is, not able to
be held. The man who is above reproach cannot be arrested and held as if he were a criminal;
there is nothing to which to accuse him. The pastor, elder, and police officer of LHEF could be
charged with crimes and forced to prove their guilt or innocence if it were not for the fact that the
victim of the false police report has chosen not to pursue this issue and further embarrass our
Lord in the World's eyes.

In summary, neither Living Hope’s allegations, nor their process could be supported by any
degree of biblical reasonableness. The Ezzos separation from Living Hope did not violate any
New Testament ecclesiastical principle. The post departure charges against the Ezzos were
inconsistent with the record, contradictory and insupportable. We found no evidence, (nor has it
been our personal experience over the years of ministry), that the Ezzos conducted themselves in
anyway but above reproach in all matters and with a fullness of character that honors Christ.
Based on the evidence, which we consider substantial, it is our conclusion that the entire Living
Hope matter was retaliatory in form and substance directed at the Ezzos” departure. We found
the accusers to be less then above reproach on several counts and according to a standard of
biblical measurement. (c.f. 1 Timothy 3:2) As a result, the Ezzos maintain their full privilege of






