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October 8, 2014  

Judicial Hearing at Kingdom Hall of Jehovah’s Witnesses, 

Fenway Congregation 

 49 Winthrop Street, 

Roxbury, MA. 02119 

 

Daniel Sideris:  Chairman; Coordinator of the Body of Elders,  

Jamaica Plain Congregation,  

10 Kingsboro Park,   

Jamaica Plain, MA. 02130 

 

Anthony Gilmer: Coordinator of the Body of Elders,  

South End Congregation 

   49 Winthrop Street, 

   Roxbury, MA. 02119 

 

Lawyer Times:  Coordinator of the Body of Elders,  

Metropolitan Congregation 

   49 Winthrop Street 

   Roxbury, MA. 02119 

 

All the elders from the original judicial committee were present for this hearing. They remained quiet 

and gave no testimony throughout the hearing. 

The meeting was not opened in prayer. 

The chairman Daniel Sideris opened with a scripture, Matthew 18:18, 19.   Which says: “Truly I say to 

you, whatever things you may bind on earth will be things already bound in heaven, and whatever 

things you may loosen on earth will be things already loosened in heaven. 19 Again I tell you truly, if 

two of you on earth agree concerning anything of importance that they should request, it will take 

place for them on account of my father in heaven.” 

After the scripture was read he stated that the decisions that were made by the body of elders was 

already bound in heaven and that the appeal committee was only there to review the procedure as I 

requested to see if anything was improperly done. 

I told Daniel that he is incorrect in applying this scripture to my situation. Jesus words apply to 

administrative decisions a group may decide to impose on a group of believers for the purpose of 

providing an orderly functioning of the group. Those two or three who gather in Christ name do not hold 

absolute authority as if heaven is subservient to their decisions. And heaven is certainly not going to 

bind on earth a decision these men made that is contrary to the teachings of Jesus Christ. I emphasized 

that the decision made by the original judicial committee could not have been bound in heaven because 

their decision is in direct conflict with the plain open teachings of Jesus Christ and the apostle Paul. 
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I proceeded to deny the charge that I have apostatized. I indicated that up till this moment no one has 

given me a scriptural reason on how we can circumvent Jesus clear instructions that we must partake of 

his body as symbolized by the memorial supper and still have life in themselves or be resurrected on the 

last day as the scripture in John 6 indicates. I indicated that Jesus words added no qualifiers. The subject 

of destiny was not a part of his sermon. I had to put pressure on them to actually open their Bibles to 

read the scripture. They repeatedly told me they have read the scripture many times and already know 

what it says. So they wanted me to summarize my opinion about the scripture. I refused to give my 

opinion and said the only way I would answer is to give what Jesus wrote. After they relented, I 

repeatedly emphasized while reading the scripture every time Jesus used the words “whoever” and 

“anyone.” 

Daniel Sideris and Anthony Gilmer wanted to make certain they understood me correctly. They asked 

me, “so are you saying all Christians should be partakers?” I responded “according to Jesus words, yes.” 

He did in fact say “whoever” and “anyone” and indicated this was the only way one could have “life in 

themselves” and be resurrected on the last day. 

Anthony Gilmer said “you know that goes contrary to our teachings.” I said, yes I know, but your 

teachings go contrary to what Jesus has clearly stated here. And as of yet no one has given me Biblical 

reason how you can turn your backs on doing what Christ has said and still have his approval.  

After reading the scripture I pointedly asked the brothers, based on what Jesus just said do you believe 

that we should all be partakers? Anthony Gilmer blurted out YES! I then looked him straight in the eye 

and asked him then why don’t you do it? His contradictory response was that he was not required to do 

so. He then opened the Reasoning from the Scriptures page 268 under the subheading: Does John 

6:53,54 indicate that only those who do partake will gain everlasting life? He then uses the next three 

paragraphs to attempt to prove that one does not have to actually partake, one who has the earthly 

hope needs only to exercise faith. I asked him where was such an explanation given in Jesus words as 

recorded in John’s gospel or anywhere else in the bible?  I then asked him if he would read John 6:35 

which show that eating and drinking of him is how one exercises faith. Gilmer and Sideris did not want 

to read the scripture. They fell back on the same excuse they repeatedly used when they found 

themselves unable to defend their beliefs. They would say we are not here to reason with you, or to 

have you teach us.  I had to badger them to read verse 35. After reading the scripture I told them that 

the Reasoning Book is in direct opposition to what Jesus himself stated. 

At this point Daniel Sideris indicated that you have very strong convictions about your beliefs which are 

not our beliefs. He said your beliefs are very much the way Christendom thinks. I said in regard to this 

particular teaching it is what Christendom teaches! 

 

I responded that the Society grants me the freedom to disagree. I pointed their attention to the 

Watchtower 9/15/2010, the study article entitled “Your Leader Is One, The Christ.” 

  

Your Leader Is One, the Christ” 

“Do not . . . be called ‘leaders,’ for your Leader is one, the Christ.”—MATT. 23:9, 10. 

CHRISTENDOM’S churches have human leaders, such as the pope of Rome, the patriarchs and 

metropolitans of the Eastern Orthodox churches, and the heads of other religions. Jehovah’s Witnesses 

recognize no human as their leader. They are not disciples or followers of any man. This is in line with 

Jehovah’s prophetic utterance concerning his Son: “Look! As a witness to the national groups I have 

given him, as a leader and commander to the national groups.” (Isa. 55:4)  

 

After reading the first paragraph Lawyer Times said he wanted to focus my attention on the same study 

article and what it says in paragraph 8b, ‘In this time of the end, Christ has committed “all his 

belongings”—all the earthly interest of the Kingdom—to his “faithful and discreet slave”* and its 

representative Governing body, a group of anointed men. (Matt. 24:45-47) The anointed and their 
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other sheep companions recognize that by following the lead of the modern-day Governing Body, 

they are in fact following their Leader, Christ.” 

 

They asked me what I thought of that. I told them that statement was a direct contradiction to what was 

written in paragraph 1. To my utter surprise these “intelligent men” particularly Anthony Gilmer said 

there is no contradiction. Anthony Gilmer looked me straight in the eye and said he believes paragraph 1 

as well as paragraph 8. When I attempted to ask how could he simultaneously on the one hand “have no 

human leader” and on the other hand “have a human leader?” Both he and Daniel Sideris cut me off 

saying that they are not here to argue with me. WOW! These are supposed to be the brightest most 

spiritually intelligent and reasonable men in Mass. Circuit #1. To hear them respond in this way left me 

with an utter feeling of deep pity, for them and for those who must labor under their teaching authority. 

 

The meeting is about to culminate, so they finally get around to actually reading the second and only 

other scripture they would offer to use the entire evening. This scripture is proffered by Anthony 

Gilmer, found at Titus 3:10,11  “As for a man who promotes a sect, reject him after a first and a second 

admonition, knowing that such a man has deviated from the way and is sinning and is self-

condemned.” 

 

I told Anthony Gilmer, you have wrongly applied that scripture to me. I asked can we back up and read 

the context by including verse 9. They vehemently refused to do it. Again I badgered them to consider 

the context. I told them I have been a faithful witness for over 45 years and on trial before you and you 

mean to tell me you have just read a scripture condemning me and you refuse to read the context? They 

relented. This is what verse 9 says: “But have nothing to do with foolish arguments and genealogies 

and disputes and fights over the Law, for they are unprofitable and futile.” 

 

I told them these were the things that constitute promoting a sect, foolish arguments, genealogies and 

disputes and fights over the Law. I am not promoting any of these things. I am only advocating that we 

should follow Christ command to become partakers of his body just as we read in John chapter 6. So 

how does this constitute promoting a sect and justifying you labeling me an apostate?  Again I was told, 

you are entitled to your views, they are not our views. 

 

The final question for the evening was put to me by Lawyer Times. He asked about my views of 

participating in the house-to-house ministry? I told him I was not going to answer any more questions 

about my views. I told him that this was not brought up in the first committee meeting and that for 

them to expand their questionings outside the area under which I was charged indicated to me they are 

adversarial and are attempting to trap me in some way. 

 

They kept pushing me to answer. Finally I told them I had a personal and confidential conversation with 

Peter Husbands about my feelings on participating in the house to house ministry. If they are requiring 

me to answer about a confidential discussion I had with Peter then I feel it will not be improper to 

discuss a confidential matter he shared with me that I am certain he would not want the details to be 

spilled out in this hearing since it involved something scandalous. He engaged in a shocking incident that 

if revealed would obliterate his cloak of self-righteousness.  

 

I told Lawyer Times, to keep matters fair and equitable I am willing to discuss my confidential 

conversation with Peter-(incidentally Peter Husbands revealed our confidential discussion after telling 

me that he would not)- regarding the field ministry if we may also talk about his confidential discussion 

with me. 

 

Surprisingly they dropped the subject immediately and I was not pressed on the matter any further. 
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I was dismissed. They deliberated for about 20-30 minutes. After I was invited to return to the meeting 

room I was told they were upholding the original decision to disfellowship me for apostasy. 

The latest Shepherding the Flock book provides the opportunity for an accused person to make an 

appeal to the branch office. However the policy has been changed such that the committee is told not to 

inform the accused of this provision. By their silence they evidently thought they could wipe their hands 

clean of the matter and make a swift announcement of my disfellowhipping. 

 

However, I then told them I am aware that I have a right to appeal to the Branch office, because I still 

believe a serious error in judgment has been made. They acknowledged that to be the case and asked 

me to submit my letter to one of the elders on the original committee in 7 days. 

 

*See the strange explanation of when Jesus makes his appointment over all his belongings. 

Watchtower July 15, 2013 paragraph 18. “In view of the foregoing, what can we conclude? When Jesus 

comes for judgment during the great tribulation, he will find that the faithful slave has been loyally 

dispensing timely spiritual food to the domestics. Jesus will then delight in making the second 

appointment—over all his belongings. Those who make up the faithful slave will get this appointment 

when they receive their heavenly reward, becoming co-rulers with Christ.” 

 

 

 

 


