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VARIED." WMAT 1S HE SAYING THERE?
A HE IS SAYING A COUPLE OF THINGS.

NUMBER ONE, HE IS SAYING THAT "FORGET FOR A MOMENT THAT
I SAID WITNESS LEE RUNS THE CHURCH WITH AN IRON HAND AND THAT
HE CONTROLS EVERYBODY AND MANIPULATES EVERYBODY BECAUSE WHAT
RéALLY IS HAPPENING IS THERE IS CHAOS INvTHE LOCAL CHURCH
AND THEY ARE ALL DOING THEIR OWN THING BECAUSE THEY ARE SPIRIT+
LED,™" SO HE IS BASICALLY CONTRADICTING HIS OWN SELF.

BUT WHAT THE POINT HE IS TRYING TO MAKE HERE IS THAT
WITNESS LEE HAS BUILT A THEOLOGY AND THE LOCAL CHURCH HAS

ACCEPTED A THEOLOGY WHERE INDIVIDUAL SPIRIT GUIDANCE 1S THE

WAY YOU MAKE DECISIONS RATHER THAN APPLYING TO THE SCRIPTURE
FOR GUIDANCE. é
Q IS HE SAYING THAT YOU REALLY DON'T REALIZE THAT YOU
ARE APPROVING IMMORAL ACTS, AS AN EXAMPLE?

A THAT'S RIGHT BECAUSE -- WELL, YOU ARE APPROVING ACTS
THAT YOU HAVE BEEN TAUGHT IN CHILDHOOD WERE IMMORAL BECAUSE
EVERYBODY IS A CONVERT BUT NOW THEY NO LONGER APPEAR IMMORAL
TO YOU BECAUSE YOU HAVE GOTTEN THE WORD FROM INSIDE YOURSELF

AND YOUR SPIRIT THAT WHAT YOU WANT TO DO IS OKAY.

Q NOW THIS IS FOLLOWING A STORY ABOUT A CHILD RAPE, IS IT
NOT?

A AS BEST AS I REMEMBER, IT 1IS.

Q SO IN EFFECT, THEN, MR. DUDDY 1S SAYING THAT WITNESS

LEE'S TEACHING IN THIS REGARD BEARS SOME RESPONSIBILITY FOR
THIS CHILD RAPE, IS THAT CORRECT?
A IT WOULD FREE SOMEONE TO DO IMMORAL THINGS WITHOUT A

GUILTY CONSCIENCE.
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Q ISN'T HE ALSO SAYING THAT THE PEOPLE IN THE CHURCH

AREN'T EVEN PREPARED TO DISCIPLINE ONE FOR THAT BECAUSE THEY
DON'T ACCEPT IT AS WRONG?
A THAT'S RIGHT. |
Q AND THAT'S TOTALLY FALSE AS FAR AS WITNESS LEE AND THE
CHURCH, IS THAT RIGHT? .
A TOTALLY FALSE.
Q AGAIN, IN YOUR OPINION, MAKING THIS KIND OF A CHARGE
AGAINST WITNESS LEE IN THE LOCAL CHURCH, WAS THIS SOMETHING
THAT HAD TO HAVE BEEN DELIBERATE?
A CERTAINLY THE CHARGE WAS DELIRERATE, AND TO CONNECT
IT WITH THESE TEACHINGS THAT IGNORE WHAT WITNESS LEE HAS SAID
ABOUT THE NECESSITY OF MEMBERS FOLLOWING THE LAW, IT EITHER
HAD TO BE DELIBERATE OR SOME KIND OF RECKLESS DISREGARD OF
WHAT HE HAD OBVIOUSLY SAID.

MR. MORGAN: IT IS NOONTIME. WHAT IS YOUR
PLEASURE, YOUR HONOR?

THE COURT: WHY DON'T WE TAKE A BREAK. 1:30?

MR. MORGAN: 1:30 IS FINE, YOUR HONOR.

YOUR HONOR, 1 MAY HAVE TO CALL A WITNESS OUT OF ORDER

WHEN 1 COME BACK, AS ONE OF THEM HAS TO CATCH AN AIRPLANE.

THE COURT: SURE. NO PROBLEM.

WE WILL ADJOURN, THEN, UNTIL 1:30.

(RECESS TAKEN.)D

THE COURT: MR. MORGAN, YOU HAVE A WITNESS TO
TAKE OUT OF ORDER?

MR. MORGAN: YES, YOUR HONOR. 1 AM CALLING MR.

ROBECK AT THIS TIME, YOUR HONOR.




