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MINISTRY CHURCHES  
   

The reason I address the Local Church leaders today is because of their belief that they are the 

New Testament recovered church, expressed in many localities in the U.S. and around the 

world. Yet, there are important discrepancies in their belief that rightfully ought to be brought to 

their attention and to that of the Christian public. In this writing I will address their inability to 

receive other believers according to Christ alone.   

   

After over fifty years in the U. S., they still have the teaching that they are on a ground of 

oneness with all believers in their localities; but in practice they unwittingly separate themselves 

from those who do not meet with them.  This is due to their strict adherence to a man and a 

ministry.  Their teaching that this man is the minister of the age with the ministry of the age 

accentuates the demarcation. And their one publication policy completes the death knell to their 

church stature claim. They are, in fact, ministry churches of the first degree, not local churches. 

Their One Publication Proclamation seals their Distinction and makes official what they have 

become over the years - a sect, according to their own definition. (p3) 
   

PUBLICATION WORK IN THE LORD'S RECOVERY  
 

“Through Brother Lee’s fellowship over the years, we have long realized that there 
should be one publication among us.  The one publication is not only a testimony of our 
oneness in the Body but also a safeguard for the unique ministry in the Lord’s 
recovery.  Without one publication, there is no way to preserve the integrity of the 
Lord’s ministry among us, which is crucial to the practical oneness among the local 
churches.  
   
“… Living Stream Ministry and Taiwan Gospel Book Room publish both the past ministry 
that was delivered to us by Brother Nee and Brother Lee and the ongoing, up-to-date 
speaking that comes out of the fellowship of the blended co-workers and is based on the 
ministry materials of Brother Lee and Brother Nee.  These are the materials that have 
been used regularly in the church life in the Lord’s recovery, and these constitute the 
one publication among us today….” (Blended Co-Workers 2005)  

Indeed, they have forfeited the proper ground of oneness, having become an elite 

group of Christians teaching that the up-to-date speaking to God’s people comes out of 

their publications repeated over and over again by the leaders based especially on 

Witness Lee’s ministry. The high regard for this ministry in the churches has fastened 

them together in a special sphere of oneness.  You must be in that ministry and under 

its leading to be in God’s present move on the earth and in the true expression of the 

Body of Christ.  

 

Global Authority of the Blended Co-workers 
 

In addition, the co-workers assert that they are the global authority over the churches having 

received the mantle personally from Brother Lee.  However, when these blending brothers took 

the unprecedented step in “the Lord’s recovery” to draw a line in the sand with the One 

Publication policy, there was significant reaction to that narrow view and a big turmoil 

ensued in the Mid-West and Great Lakes areas from conscientious ones, 2005-2007. 
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David Canfield – Chicago 

            “The Present Turmoil in the Churches”  2006 
 

           “I beseech you therefore, I, the prisoner in the Lord, to walk worthily of the 

calling with which you were called, with all lowliness and meekness, with 

longsuffering, bearing one another in love, being diligent to keep the oneness 

of the Spirit in the uniting bond of peace: One Body and one Spirit, even as 

also you were called in one hope of your calling; one Lord, one faith, one 

baptism; one God and Father of all, who is over all and through all and in all” 

(Eph. 4:1-6).  “These items alone are the factors of the genuine oneness.”  D. C. 

   

The Practical Result of “Publication Work”: A Sectarian Oneness 

David Canfield: “In contrast, by making such a great issue of their “one publication” theory and 

attempting to monopolize the ministry in the Lord’s recovery, the blending brothers are indeed 

seeking, whether intentionally or not, to make us a sect according to their ministry. How can we 

say otherwise if, in practice, that is the only ministry we are allowed to receive? Regardless of 

what we call it, it is still a sect.” Watchman Nee states:  

 

What havoc has been wrought in the Church because so many of her ministers have sought to 

bring the churches under their ministry, rather than by their ministry serve the churches. As 

soon as the churches are brought under any ministry, they cease to be local and become 

sectarian…. 
 

“The worker to whom God has given fresh light upon His truth should encourage all who receive that truth 

to swell the ranks of the local church, not to range themselves around him. Otherwise, the churches will be 

made to serve the ministry, not the ministry the churches, and the “churches” established will be 

ministerial “churches,” not local ones. The sphere of a church is not the sphere of any ministry, but the 

sphere of the locality. Wherever ministry is made the occasion for the forming of a church, there you 

have the beginning of a new denomination.”  (The Normal Christian Church Life, p138-139, Nee).  
   
D. Canfield continues, “Closely related to this matter is that of becoming a sect according to a 

particular teaching. Even the best teachings, including the “high-peak” doctrines, can make us a sect 

if we overly stress them. In the same book Watchman Nee warns us of this very thing:  
 

“The whole thought of the Greek word for “heresies” in Galatians 5:20; [“sects” in the RcV] is not of the 

difference between truth and error, but of division based upon doctrine. My teaching may be right or it 

may be wrong, but if I make it a cause of division, then I am guilty of the “heresy” spoken of here….God 

forbids any division on doctrinal grounds…. If a group of believers split off from a local church in their 

zeal for certain teaching according to the Word of God, the new “church” they establish may have more 

scriptural teaching, but it could never be a scriptural church.  
 

“If we wish to maintain a scriptural position, then we must see to it that the churches we found in various 

places only represent localities, not doctrines. If our “church” is not separated from other children of God 

on the ground of locality alone, but stands for the propagation of some particular doctrine, then we are 

decidedly a sect, however true to the Word of God our teaching may be…” (Normal Christian Church Life, pp. 

113-114, Nee)  (Safeguards ignored by LSM coworkers created chaos and division as also happened 

in the late 80s, which Minoru rightly refers to as the “terrible turmoil,” but wrongly displaces the 

blame onto others, not squarely where it belongs - on the shoulders of Witness Lee #1, Philip Lee 

#2, and Minoru himself #3.) 
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“And in another statement that seems almost prophetic in light of today’s situation, Nee  says: 

 

                       ‘Whenever a special leader, or a specific doctrine, or some experience, or creed, 

or organization, becomes a center for drawing together the believers of different 

places, then because the center of such a church federation is other than Christ, it 

follows that its sphere will be other than local. And whenever the divinely-appointed 

sphere of locality is displaced by a sphere of human invention, there the divine 

approval cannot rest. The believers within such a sphere may truly love the Lord, but 

they have another center apart from Him, and it is only natural that the second center 

becomes the controlling one…. The center always determines the sphere, and the 

second center creates a sphere which divides those who attach themselves to it from 

those who do not.  

Anything that becomes a center to unite believers of different places will create a 

sphere which includes all believers who attach themselves to that center and excludes 

all who do not. This dividing line will destroy the God-appointed boundary of locality, 

and consequently destroy the very nature of the churches of God…. There are no other 

churches in Scripture but local churches.”    (The Normal Christian Church Life, pp. 92-93)  

       (Excerpts from The Present Turmoil among the Churches, D.Can., November 9 2006) 
 

Distinguishing Themselves 
 

Such was understood in the vision till Brother Lee “sought to bring the churches under [his] 

ministry” and create ministry stations in several key church localities.  This movement began 

in 1974 with Max Rapoport assisting W. Lee to bring the churches under the ministry and 

directives of Witness Lee. 
 

Then in 1986 a pledge was signed by elders and co-workers world-wide to follow this special 

leader:   
 

“We further agree to practice the recovery one in: teaching, practice, thinking, speaking, 
essence, appearance, and expression. We repudiate all differences among the churches, and 
all indifference toward the ministry, the ministry office, and the other churches. We agree that 
the church in our place be identical with all the local churches throughout the earth….” 
 

Then, in 2005 was their endorsement of a one publication policy, defining quite 

officially their special sphere of fellowship which divides those who attach themselves 

to it from those who do not.”  (The Normal Christian Church Life, p. 92) 
 

The “local churches” have distinguished themselves from the rest of the Body of Christ and 

have brought the churches under the ministry of a special leader to form their church life.  

And, “Wherever ministry is made the occasion for the forming of a church, there you have the 

beginning of a new denomination.” (The Normal Christian Church Life, p138-139, Nee) 
.       

Again, Nee’s statement, “What havoc has been wrought in the Church because so many of 

her ministers have sought to bring the churches under their ministry, rather than by their 

ministry serve the churches. As soon as the churches are brought under any ministry, they 

cease to be local and become sectarian.  (The Normal Christian Church Life, p138-139, Nee) 
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The “ministry materials” given in all the above references were to be safeguards for the 

churches to keep them in the oneness of the Spirit in the uniting bond of peace.  But the 

leadership paid no attention to safeguards or sober warnings, trampling underfoot such 

fellowship, setting up the conditions for, and the causes of turmoil and division.                                                   

 

David Shields – Akron 

 How to Become a Denomination 
   

“Today there are many unnecessary issues among us affecting the saints’ attitude toward 

one another. Lines have been drawn in the sand regarding such controversial items as “one 

publication,” “one Minister of the Age, “one wise Master builder supervising God’s 

building work on the entire globe,” “one global company of co-workers”…among other 

things.” Some among us agree with these new demands, others do not. What should we do? 

In some places, saints have been refused entry to the Lord’s Table because they don’t 

endorse “one publication!”  
  

“We must be as large as God is. Has He received those who disagree with us? If so, we have no 

right to refuse them. We cannot demand that they see things our way. To insist is to break down 

the work of God, to divide the body of Christ. The Baptists insist on baptism by immersion, and 

this stand divides them from other believers who disagree on this point…. How much more would 

we denominate ourselves if we insist on items [minister of the age, one publication, etc.] which 

have scarcely any Biblical foundation whatever!  
 

“Brother Lee asks, “Do you know how to determine whether or not a particular Christian group is 

a sect? One way to determine this is to check whether or not that group receives all real believers 

in Christ… any group that does not receive all true believers is a sect and is not practicing the 

fellowship of the apostles.”  (D. Shields, from How to Become a Denomination) 

 

                                          Remarkable Buildup of a Minister of the Age 

This buildup of a minister of the age was remarkable from 1974 to 1994, and so was its path of 

deviation and the harms it brought into the Lord’s recovery. Witness Lee had warned in 1964, 

“Consider the local churches in Asia to whom the apostle John wrote: most of them 

were exceedingly weak; yet those churches were the lampstands, not the ministry 

of the Apostle John. John’s ministry was far more spiritual than the condition of 

those churches; yet he did not set up his ministry as a lampstand.”   (W.L., The Vision 

of God’s Building, 1964, excerpt)  

“Wherever there is a gifted person, a spiritual giant with a certain gift, that person will begin 

a work. He will build up a certain Christian organization or ministry…. We are not opposing 

anyone, but we are against the wrong principles which damage the Body life. The Apostle 

Paul did not form any Christian organization; he did not set up any kind of work. For possibly 

thirty years, he just established local churches. And, he did not keep any work in his own 

hands. In reading the New Testament we can only find the churches which were built up by 

him.                                                                                                                         



 

5  

  

“At the time the Apostle John wrote the book of Revelation he was greatly experienced and 

matured. Of the twelve apostles he was the only one remaining. Yet he did not build up 

anything as his work, his ministry. Consider the local churches in Asia to whom he wrote: 

most of them were exceedingly weak; yet those churches were the lampstands, not the 

ministry of the Apostle John. John’s ministry was far more spiritual than the condition of 

those churches; yet he did not set up his ministry as a lampstand. In fact, he did not set up 

his ministry as anything. All he did was to further the building up of those local churches as 

the lampstands. Oh, we all must learn this! We must be aware of the dangerous tendency for 

any local church to become a work, kept in the hand of some gifted person. If such is the 

case, that is a real degradation. However much the Lord may use a gifted person, 

however great his ministry may be, the local church must not become his work. 

God’s intention is not to build up the ministry of any person, but to build up His church. This 

is not a small matter. 

“In the New Testament there are the titles, the “church of God” (Acts 20:28), the “church of 

Christ” (Rom. 16:16), and the “church of the saints” (1 Cor. 14:33); 1Thess. 1:1). There is 

never any “church of the apostles”. The church belongs to God, to Christ, to the saints, not to 

any apostle. 

“The greater our gift is, the greater is the danger that we will take over the church 

and keep it in our hands. This will greatly damage the church life. We must learn not 

only how to minister in the local church, but also how to keep our hands off the church. This 

is not easy. The local church is not our personal enterprise. The local church is the property 

of the local saints, not some worker’s business. Some gifted persons put a local church in 

their pocket. Oh, this is a real problem! 

“All the local saints must realize that the local church is their church. If the local saints are 

not clear concerning this, they will allow a gifted person to take the local churches into his 

own hands and treat it as his personal property. Then the entire church life will be finished. 

The local churches belong to the local saints. The gifted persons are just the means to perfect 

the saints to function; they are only the instruments used by the Lord to build up the 

churches. 

 

“Consider the situation in Christianity today. Look at the situation even from the time of the 

Reformation: four or five hundred years have passed, and it is still basically the same. 

Whenever a gifted person is raised up, a certain kind of work is established. I establish my 

work, you establish your work, he establishes his work. Then the church is gone. This is the 

source of all the divisions. However, if one gifted brother comes to build a local church, 

and a second gifted brother comes to build up the same church, there will be no division. All 

the work must be for the church, not for the workers. The ministry should be for the 

church; the church should never be for the ministry. We must be exceedingly clear 

concerning this principle. We must drop all wrong practices. A gifted brother should keep his 

hands off the local church. Although a gifted brother may sometimes not speak openly in a 

way of ministry, yet he still may quietly maneuver behind the scenes. Any such maneuvering 

damages the church. All gifts and gifted persons must be entirely for the local church. This is 

a tremendously vital matter.” (W.L., The Vision of God’s Building, 1964)                                                   

This “tremendously vital matter” was addressed in 1964 when the light was shining bright with 

the vision of God’s building. Christ and the church was still the focus in 1972, as in these 

chapters: The Greatest Prophecy in the Bible    

1. The Building Up of the Church through the Lord’s Recovery 
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2. Christ as the Life and Person of the Church 

3. Keeping the Oneness of the Spirit and Arriving at the Oneness of the Faith 

4. How to Enjoy Christ for the Building Up of the Body of Christ 

5. The Enjoyment of Christ in 1 Corinthians 

6. Exercising our Spirit to Enjoy the Lord for the Building Up of the Church 

7. The Lord’s Recovery of the Eating of Jesus for the Building Up of the Church 

These were the chapters in The Greatest Prophecy in the Bible by W. Lee published 1972 on how 

to build up the Body of Christ and thus fulfill the Lord’s word, “I will build my church”. Brother 

Lee had a clear way and vision before him to help the saints focus on the building up and spread 

of the churches. This was the direction of the local churches since 1962 and messages like this 

kept the saints’ attention on Christ alone and His church.  But 1972 was also the year of Daystar 

and the Decline of the local churches was imminent.  

Daystar Fiasco 

Terry Risenhoover:  "Most of us at Elden Hall in those days would testify to the richness of 

the church life that we experienced, and all of us were fully consecrated to the Lord’s 

recovery. As a tax accountant I got to explain to many Brothers and Sisters the impact of their 

loss of investment in Daystar. Brother Lee and many leading ones faced potential criminal and 

civil penalties for violating state and federal securities laws and were in desperate need of re-

paying those who had lost their life savings and were threatening to contact authorities 

because they believed there had been lies and misrepresentations.”  

 

“The birth of LSM came out of this unrighteous situation with Daystar and the charging  for 

trainings was commenced to provide funds to repay Daystar investors.”                      

“Indeed, as a way to pay off Daystar debt, fees (called "donations") for trainings on the books 

of the Bible were implemented. The elders around Brother Lee in Anaheim objected to his 

charging a fee for trainings on the word of God, but Brother Lee considered his financial 

objectives and did not follow the fellowship of the elders.” 

 

“To further alleviate Daystar debt, Brother Lee asked Max Rapoport, the secretary for Daystar, 

to suggest to the elders of churches to ask the saints to consider their investment in Daystar 

as a donation and not seek to be reimbursed. The elders followed the suggestion and many 

saints were stumbled at this and left the churches. Those who posed a threat of going to legal 

authorities over state and federal laws that were violated in the Daystar business were paid.  

 

The Change of Nature of the Lord’s Recovery   

Don Rutledge, a former leader in Dallas, Texas was well-respected among church 

leaders, including Witness Lee and wrote about the flourishing time in the sixties and 

early seventies when the churches were growing in life and numbers, and spreading.  

It was certainly a time of blessing on a path of receiving believers according to God’s 
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Son alone. This was the path and vision Witness Lee introduced in LA, the same path 

that brothers Nee and Lee were on in China.   

Don Rutledge shares about the momentous changes brought into the Lord’s recovery that 

shifted its focus and changed its nature.                                                                                                                                             

“The turn away from the vision began in January 1974 at the very first special elders and co-workers 

conference. This is when the concept of the work began. Few of the saints realize the magnitude of effect 

this meeting had on the churches. With charts and statistics, Witness Lee and Max Rapoport came forth 

to launch the movement. It was boldly declared that the churches would use Witness Lee as the exclusive 

source of teaching and Max would serve as the coordinator to bring the various churches, with their 

elders, into a unified movement. Two life-study messages a week were going to be given in Anaheim and 

ministry stations were set up in various cities to repeat the messages through designated brothers. Some 

smaller churches consolidated to the larger localities where there was a ministry station. The official list of 

twelve men who could give conferences was announced. Bi-annual trainings began that year. From that 

time on, the individual churches would be called to account if they were moving “independently.” In 

addition to coordinating the elders to act in a single direction, Max was charged to assist the various 

churches to be more effective with gospel preaching and outreach.  

 

“He began to travel and, in particular, to meet with the elders. Those who would not be good movement 

men were pushed aside, if possible, or moved somewhere to be out of the way. On several occasions, 

Max told me that he was working to bring the elders and churches into one coordination for the purpose 

of carrying out the burden of Witness Lee. He told me several times that only he could ‘put the whole 

thing together’.  
 

"I am not attempting to call into question the motive of Witness Lee or Max. During this time, Witness Lee 

did some very good teaching and Max did some very good gospel work. But what did happen was that the 

nature of the various ‘local churches’ changed from being local in administration and spontaneous in 

actions to being directed from a center with clear administrative leaders and directors. 

 

“Things were definitely not the same. Some were saying the time of blessing has passed; or we changed 

our vision; or the moving of the Spirit left the churches; or teaching, doctrine, and methods replaced life.  
 

“This time ended with a split between Witness Lee and Max Rapoport after a power struggle between 

them. Both had their followers, and Witness Lee won out. It was at this time, the time of becoming a 

movement that opened the door to Philip Lee and set the stage for the current Blending Brothers.  
 

“After the split with Max, there was a pause in the development of the movement. Witness Lee began 

again to start up the movement consolidation in 1981. He bought property in Irving, Texas and began 

making plans to strengthen the movement. Benson Phillips and Ray Graver of Texas began traveling to the 

churches to promote Witness Lee, his ministry, and the office. By 1984 the first round of law suits had 

been won. WL declared that the boulders were off the road and the “Lord’s Recovery” could proceed. In 

1986 when the final pieces were put in place.  

The movement looked nothing like the early days of Elden Hall, Ohio, the Northwest, Texas or other 

places.” D. R.  
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The Change of Nature of the Lord’s Recovery  - 2 

   Two Senior Co-Workers from Taiwan - November 1988 

John Ingalls  1988:  During the past year I had heard of two senior co-workers from Taiwan who were 

living in the San Francisco Bay Area, Brothers Chu Shun Min and Jeng Guang Ming, and I longed to have 

fellowship with them. I had first met Brother Chu in Kaohsiung, Taiwan, in 1965, and had seen him a few 

times since then at conferences and trainings. Although I did not know him well I had heard of his fruitful 

labors in Taiwan to build up the churches, especially in Kaohsiung and Taipei. Brother Jeng I had also met 

many years ago and was aware of his labor for the Lord in Bangkok and other places. The turmoil in 

Anaheim having grown and intensified, I was especially burdened to see them, having heard of their 

burden and concern for the present situation. 

Thus on November 9
th

 I flew to San Francisco and was met by Brother Jeng and Brother Daniel Wu, a 

former co-worker in Manila, who was living in the South San Francisco area. They transported me to 

Brother Jeng’s home in Los Altos, where for three days I met with the brothers. They were intensely 

interested in the progress of events in Anaheim, and I opened freely and fully to them. Likewise, Brothers 

Chu and Jeng opened freely and fully to me regarding their convictions and concerns for the churches and 

the work of the Lord. I would like to share in some detail their fellowship with me, beginning with Brother 

Chu Shun Min, who had been closely related to Brother Witness Lee since the revival in Chefoo in 1943 

and the ensuing years. He knew Brother Lee and his family very well. 

Brother Chu began by saying that he hoped that Brother Lee would have some change, but he had not 

seen a trace of this. Only a few know the source and the gravity of the problem. The reasons, he stated, 

for the present degraded situation of the churches were as follows:  

“Brother Lee’s position among the churches was overly exalted. The matter of greatest concern is that 

he would be idolized and thus replace the position of the Lord and the Holy Spirit in the church. 

Brother Lee’s teachings and messages were overly read and repeated in the churches, causing us to 

be concerned that the position of God’s Word would be replaced. The words of man flourishes, and 

the Word of God languishes. The opportunities for the Holy Spirit to speak are scarce. These first two 

points are the fundamental problems. 

Brother Lee’s leading has become a factor of discord and even of division among the brothers and 

sisters (e.g., door-knocking). Originally his leading was a factor of oneness. 

Today we have overemphasized deputy authority more than the Bible teaches. The result is that 

people follow blindly and damage the Lord’s testimony. Obedience is a spiritual virtue, but we must 

be very careful lest we damage the Lord’s testimony through blind submission. Those who 

coordinated with Brother Lee in the past all learned the lesson of submission, but they were overly 

submissive with a tendency to exalt man. That caused trouble. The co-workers did this, and they led 

the saints also to do this. Thus the co-workers bear the responsibility for damaging the testimony. 

Today there are too many practices that are not according to the truth. It was because of the truth 

that Paul resisted Peter, as recorded in Galatians 2. Today we don’t stand for the truth, but talk about 

deputy authority and raise up a pope. Thus the Holy Spirit is much restricted in the church. We talk 

about the Holy Spirit, but we don’t have the Spirit. We should only submit to the Spirit. 

In many churches Brother Lee only set up as elders those who fully followed him. They are the ones 

who will execute his strategy. He did not consider whether those ones were immature or not; he only 
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considered whether they would listen to him. Therefore someone called them "baby elders." Those 

who were experienced in the Lord, those who possessed the qualities of an elder and were 

manifested as such, were set aside. 

Brother Lee’s leading was intended to help and supply the churches. However, unfortunately, he 

eventually used all kinds of methods to control: the ministry office, the trainings, the elders’ 

meetings, etc. He utilizes the simplicity of the brothers and sisters as a means of control. He controls 

the full-timers to influence the rest of the saints. He uses some of his writings and the way of reading. 

      

  Deviations in Brother Lee’s leading: 

He causes the saints to overemphasize his writings (e.g. Life Studies, Truth Lessons, Life Lessons, etc.), 

leading to a reduction in the reading of the Lord’s Word. 

He causes the saints to overemphasize prayreading and calling on the Lord (matters which are meant 

to help the saints), leading to a reduction of genuine prayers to the Lord. The result is that the 

brothers and sisters do not know how to pray, and those who are newly saved do not learn how to 

pray. 

He overemphasizes and twists the matter of meetings in 1 Corinthians 14 so that the function of 

those members who can speak for the Lord as mouths in the Body is gradually diminished. Thus no 

gifts and functions are produced.  

John Ingalls:  I would like now to record some of the comments made by Brother Jeng Guang Ming. He 

spoke as follows:  "We co-workers in the past have not had genuine fellowship among us concerning any 

questionable practices in the churches due to the prevailing concept that we should have no opinion, but 

rather just listen and submit. Brother Lee has related his experience and attitude toward Brother Nee in 

order to kill all opinions as well as all feelings and concerns. But our genuine fellowship is in sharing the 

feelings the Lord gives us, and in this we discover the leading of the Holy Spirit.” 

I very much treasure Acts 13, where the Holy Spirit spoke, 'Separate unto me Barnabas and Saul for the 

work to which I have called them.'  I believe that the speaking of the Holy Spirit to the brothers there in 

Antioch must have been through the genuine fellowship of the feelings which the Holy Spirit Himself gave 

to them. The same thing occurred in Acts 15. As long as the Holy Spirit speaks among us there will be no 

problem. But we don’t have today the leading of the Holy Spirit as in Acts 13 and 15, a leading in 

fellowship, a subjective leading manifested by each one speaking his own feeling before the Lord. The 

plurality gives the Holy Spirit opportunity. If we emphasize the one leadership so much how can the Holy 

Spirit have opportunity? The Spirit’s leading in the Body is in the prayer and fellowship of all. The kind of 

submission being practiced today kills the move of the Holy Spirit in the churches through the genuine 

fellowship among the saints. We have no intention to rebel or overthrow Brother Lee. We have 

suppressed our feeling for many years, though we sensed there were many points of deviation. In Taiwan 

Brother Chu and I had no such fellowship concerning the abnormal situation in the churches today as we 

now have. We feel that the genuine fellowship must be like that recorded in Revelation chapters 2 and 3, 

where the Lord did not refrain from pointing out the negative aspects as well as the positive, the real 

situation.  

"One basic item of the change in nature in the Lord’s recovery is that it appears the Lord’s work has 

become Brother Lee’s work; the churches have become Brother Lee’s churches; and the Lord’s workers 

have become Brother Lee’s workers. All things have become personalized, and everything appears to 
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require Brother Lee’s approval to be legitimate. He can acknowledge and he can also deny the validity of 

the Lord’s workers, elders, and even churches. This concept has been injected to all the brothers and 

sisters, particularly those who have a heart for the Lord. This is how denominations are formed. But the 

Lord had preserved some for Himself. This situation did not develop suddenly, and we cannot expect it to 

clear up suddenly." 

Brother Chu Shun Min then told me how that on April 1, 1988, he had a conversation with Brother Lee in 

the Bay Area. He presented a number of serious concerns to Brother Lee and asked him to bring all these 

things to the Lord. Brother Chu told me that Brother Lee listened quietly and passively to all his points 

(with one exception), making no comment, neither admitting nor denying. The exception was a point he 

made concerning Brother Lee’s son, Philip Lee. In conclusion, Brother Chu told Brother Lee, "All the sweet 

feeling we had in the past is lost. All the rest in our spirit is over." 

I will mention just a few more comments made by Brother Chu. He said that he feels very sorry for the 

present state of things -- he gave his whole life to this. He has received letters from elderly ones in Taipei 

that are full of blood and tears. There are very few elderly ones there who are not discouraged or 

withdrawn. The warfare now is fiercer than in Watchman Nee’s day when the issue was that of leaving 

the denominations. We are at a critical juncture. We cannot be silent regarding the change of nature in 

the Lord’s recovery. We should have no part in it. This is a day for further recovery. We need a new 

beginning to recover us back from the change of nature to the Lord’s original intention. We must discard 

all the changes of nature. The main direction is to come out of the system; it cannot change. 

I greatly respected these brothers for their years of faithful labor, their knowledge of the Lord and His 

ways, their maturity in Christ, and their penetrating discernment. Their fellowship was a strong 

confirmation and encouragement to be steadfast for the truth’s sake. It seemed outwardly that Brothers Chu 

and Jeng were in a state of retirement from the work, but inwardly they were active and aggressive, praying 

and watching and fighting in the spiritual warfare. I have been greatly inspired by them. They count very 

much for the Lord’s interests.  

 

The Change of Nature of the Lord’s Recovery  - 3 

W. Lee’s unhinged and unbecoming behavior 

On the Thanksgiving Day weekend of November 1988 Brother Lee, just returned from Taiwan, held a 

conference of five meetings in the auditorium of the Pasadena City College in California. The conference 

was followed by an elders’ meeting November 27
th
 in the meeting place of the church in San Gabriel. In 

that meeting Brother Lee proclaimed that though he had a hall in Anaheim, he was not happy to use it (no 

doubt because of certain people who were in Anaheim). The brothers in the Los Angeles area invited him 

to have a conference and arranged the place in Pasadena. He said that when he heard that it would be in 

Pasadena he was happy. These people, he said, "exalt" me: I am happy to be exalted. 

Before the conference began a report came to us that a flyer had been printed and would be placed on the 

windshields of all the cars of those attending the conference in Pasadena. On the flyer, we were told, some 

sinful disorders were mentioned. We fully disapproved of such action. Not knowing who authorized or 

printed them or who intended to distribute them, but knowing a couple of brothers who we thought might 

be aware of it, we called them and urged them to do whatever they could to stop the distribution. It seems 

that our word was heeded, at least to some extent, for no flyers were distributed at the conference. We 

discovered later, however, that they were put on some cars in the Anaheim meeting hall parking lot. Such 
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acts we believe to be of the flesh and not the way to protest wrongdoing. Some time later, after the 

conference, we obtained a copy of the flyer. It was entitled Significant Dates in the History of the Church 

in Anaheim.  

In the first meeting of the conference, November 25
th
, Brother Lee was in a fighting spirit, fighting against 

"autonomy" and "federation." He referred to some books authored by George Henry Lang, a servant of the 

Lord in England during the latter part of the 19
th
 century and the first half of the 20

th
. In one of his books, 

entitled The Churches of God, Lang emphasized the need for local administration in the churches. This was 

the book that troubled Brother Lee. (I had read this book, and being deeply impressed with its strong 

scriptural basis and timely application to our present need, I had recommended it to others.) Brother Lee 

called Lang’s book heretical and told the saints if they had them to burn them. I consider this kind of talk 

reckless and lawless. Brother Lee in years past had commended Lang for his insight and writing on the 

truth of the kingdom. His books have been recently reprinted and are available today. 

In the conference meetings he strongly vindicated himself and his work. He gave a message in which he 

recounted a number of revelations brought forth by him which he said no one else besides the Bible authors 

had ever seen. Regarding the enjoying of Christ he said, "I invented this term, enjoying Christ." He 

continued, "I invented this term, experiencing Christ, exhibiting Christ." I believe a number of saints could 

testify that they heard of enjoying Christ or enjoying the Lord long before Brother Lee ever came to the 

United States. I for one did. My step-mother, seeking to help me, spoke to me of this in 1949. No doubt she 

heard this from other Christian teachers. The term, experiencing Christ, has also been spoken by other 

Christian teachers for years. Brother Lee did not invent that term. He mentioned many other items, 

claiming that they had all been revealed to him in the past twenty or so years; no one else had ever seen or 

spoken of them. 

He referred to the title he has used for the Holy Spirit – "the all-inclusive Spirit of Christ as the 

consummation of the processed Triune God" – and asked who made such a title. Webster? he asked. Then 

he answered his own question, "That Lee! Lee has to be famous! Lee! Lee! Lee must have the credit! And 

if you listen to me, you do not listen to Lee, you listen to the very God in His oracle spoken by me." A little 

later in his message he said, "Going with God’s oracle, surely there is the deputy authority of God in this 

oracle. Whoever speaks for God, he surely has certain divine authority. I’m claiming this for Lee!" 

Now I would ask, are these the words of a sober man, the words of a spiritual man, a man of God? To me it 

is shocking to hear him speak this way, for he has indeed been used of God in the past to speak His Word. 

But to vindicate oneself so blatantly and boastfully indicates to me a fall. May the Lord have mercy on us 

all.  

Following his message he asked for testimonies to be given by brothers from five countries: Brazil, the 

Philippines, Korea, Taiwan, and the United States. All these told of the success of the new way in their 

place, especially giving statistics regarding the number of churches and new ones baptized. The Lord alone 

knows the real situation. If there is any real blessing from Him we rejoice and give thanks. 

In the elders’ meeting following the conference Brother Lee read from a list of items, mentioning what he 

said were the top ten revelations received by him, seen previously by no one else. Some of them were as 

follows: 

"The last Adam became a life-giving Spirit" (1 Cor. 15:45) 

 "He who is joined to the Lord is one spirit" (1 Cor. 6:17). 

Prayreading., Calling on the name of the Lord. 

The dispensing of the processed Triune God into the tripartite man. 

The New Jerusalem as a corporate man. 
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The lampstand as the embodiment of the Triune God. 

Now we thank God for these revelations from His holy Word, but to claim that he was the first one to see 

these is going altogether too far. Moreover, concerning at least a number of these items, Brother Lee was in 

fact not the first to see them. Regarding the last Adam becoming a life-giving Spirit and our being one 

spirit with the Lord, there were a number of other Christian teachers who saw and wrote of these things. 

We have evidence of this. Concerning prayreading, many have seen this and practiced this, as recorded in 

the book authored by Ray Graver and published by the LSM entitled, Lord…Thou Saidst. Calling on the 

name of the Lord was not a recent discovery by Brother Lee or by us. The New Jerusalem as a corporate 

person was also seen by others—T. Austin-Sparks for one. If we have time or if there is the need, we may 

document all these instances. 

The revelations mentioned are indeed great and precious. Fairly speaking, some of these matters may have 

been fresh revelations to Brother Lee. The Lord alone knows. And some of them he may have enunciated 

more clearly than his predecessors. But for anyone to claim that no one had ever seen these things before 

but him is totally insupportable, since we are not omniscient. Moreover, such self-vindication is very 

unbecoming and repugnant. 

Brother Lee went on to say, "You cannot deny the fact that the Lord’s oracle has been with me. I claim this 

at the face of Jesus Christ. The deputy authority of God is in His oracle; so whoever speaks for God has His 

deputy authority. But I never used it."  

In the elders’ meeting, Brother Lee referred to some anonymous papers being circulated and blamed the 

elders in Anaheim for not stopping the distribution. He then referred to the flyer which had been printed 

and was to be put on the windshields of the cars at the conference. I then rose from my seat and said that 

we wanted Brother Lee and all the brothers to know that we fully disapproved of that action and had done 

whatever we could to stop it. Brother Lee took the opportunity then, while I was on my feet, to question me 

publicly about a few things. He asked me about an anonymous writing entitled Reconsideration of the 

Vision (which had troubled him greatly) and if we had done anything to stop its circulation. I said that we 

had not. 

Regarding some brothers, probably including me (or, especially me), Brother Lee said, Whether you are for 

me or not, I know; I know everything. I know what restaurant you were eating in, what day, and with 

whom. I have a lot of colleagues who write me long records of ten to twenty pages about you. He said 

further, Which church is under my hand? You have a church; I have none. I know which church welcomes 

me, and which has a cold heart toward me. 

Near the end of his word he proclaimed, I don’t care for the loss of any church. Even if the entire U. S. A. 

is closed to me I don’t care. I only care for ten to twenty faithful ones meeting together to practice the truth. 

When he sat down and asked for fellowship, a brother from Anaheim, Paul Kerr, rose toward the end of the 

time and asked two questions. The first consisted of two queries: Why have other brothers besides you not 

been raised up? And, Why do you have no contemporaries to challenge you and fellowship with you? 

Brother Lee’s answer was simply, "I don’t know." And then he said that since 1945 he has been watching 

to see if anyone else could speak God’s word as God’s oracle. He could find none. Paul Kerr’s next 

question concerned John So and John Ingalls. He asked, "How is it that in the past you referred to these two 

brothers as pillars and today’s Timothy, and today you have nothing good to say about them?”  Brother 

Lee’s reply was that brothers can change. Demas loved the Lord, but then he changed and loved the world. 

I can change, he said; we all can change. So we all need the Lord’s mercy. 

Brother Lee was beside himself in this meeting. I had never personally observed him in such a state as I 

witnessed him there. He was obviously exceedingly agitated. That was the last elders’ meeting with 

Brother Lee that I ever attended.  
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Changes of Nature in the Lord’s Recovery - 4 

                                         Bill Mallon Sums up Deviation of Witness Lee 

 

“You will never know how completely astonished, shocked, and unnerved we were when WL put more and 

more things under Philip Lee’s responsibility. It was incredible and unbelievable from the get-go!  How 

could such a so-called man of the Spirit (WL) hand over a spiritual work to a man of the flesh (PL)?!?! It 

was repulsive, let alone depressive. It was once brought to my attention that Witness Lee appreciated Philip 

Lee because this son of his turned Witness Lee’s ministry and the LSM into a money-making business. 

 

“Witness Lee first got off-track when he deviated from his original principle. He said in the 1960s that the 

churches should not be for the ministry and should not build up the ministry, but that the ministry should be 

for the churches and build up the churches. 

“This he reversed dramatically in 1974 when he moved to Anaheim for the purpose of centralizing his 

ministry and decentralizing his focus on the churches. “At first his ministry was the center and he 

expected all the churches to strengthen, support, and give allegiance to it.  

“Later, WL himself became the center, and everyone and all the churches were judged according to their 

loyalty to the "minister. After this, WL expected everyone to give allegiance and financial support to the 

LSM bookroom, and whoever failed to acknowledge and support the bookroom fell from his favor and 

were judged disloyal. “Finally, WL's ministry deteriorated to an all-time low, to a hole below the pit, when 

he gradually installed Philip Lee to be in charge of even the training, expecting all the churches to give 

their allegiance and loyalty to his son in (and of) the flesh. 

“These were the heavy, unbearable feelings in our hearts. As time went by, we tried to do something 

about it. But characteristically, when WL was approached about such matter, he was like a little 

Chinese man who suddenly burst into a nine-foot intimidating giant.” (Bill’s email to me 2005) 

 

Changes of Nature in the Lord’s Recovery – 5 

More disregarded safeguards that were in place with W. Nee and W. Lee in China                

LA, 1963: “Now I want to add a little word concerning the relationship among the co-workers. In 

the Scriptures, in Acts and in the Epistles, you can see many people working for the Lord. But 

they were not organized together. There was no organization for the churches or for the co-

workers, the apostles. Peter and some brothers worked in Jerusalem and in Judea, and Paul and 

others worked in the different places of the Gentile world. There was no organization of the co-

workers, and there was no central control over them. They were all sent by the Lord, and all 

worked for the local saints, for the local churches. None was organized with others, and none 

would keep any work in his hands. So there was no problem. As long as we have organization, 

the problems will come. 

“Peter worked for the Lord, and Paul also worked for the Lord, but they were not organized 

together. Sometimes Paul went to Jerusalem to help the church there, and sometimes Peter came 

to other places where Paul worked to help the churches there. Peter and Paul, however, never 

formed an organization. Of course, we realize that Peter had a group of co-workers with him, 
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and Paul had another group of co-workers with him. But their grouping was not an organization. 

They just went together to serve the Lord. There was neither financial control nor central 

control. Paul received the supply from the Lord for his own living, and his co-workers received 

the supply from the Lord for their own living. They just took care of one another in love. Since 

there was no organization among them, everything was so clear, free, and simple. 

As long as we do not have any kind of organization, everything will remain simple and without 

trouble. Suppose I go to a certain locality to work. Eventually, I leave the results of my work in 

the hands of the local saints there. Then another brother goes there and works in the same way, 

and a third brother goes there and works in the same way. The church in that locality is not in the 

hands of any one of us. 

Furthermore, we three even do not have any kind of organization. We are just working together 

for the Lord. By the Lord’s guidance at the present time, we have to stay here to work together 

and go on together, but this is not an organization. I do not give either of them a salary, nor do 

they give me a salary. If you feel led by the Lord to work with me, let us go on together. If I feel 

guided by the Lord to work with you, let us go along together. If we do not have any guidance 

from the Lord to work together, we just go on with the Lord. It is so simple. 

“All the saints also come together on their own within their own jurisdiction to go on with the 

Lord. Maybe they feel that they have to invite me to help them. Then they just do it. When they 

invite me, and I feel guided by the Lord, I just go to them. Maybe they feel to invite another 

brother. Then they just do it, and this brother can go if he feels led of the Lord. So we see that 

there is nothing organized and that nothing is kept in the hands of the co-workers. All the results 

of the work are in the hands of the local saints meeting together as the local expression of the 

Lord’s Body. This is according to the New Testament teaching and pattern. 

“Finally, I would speak a little word concerning the ministry meetings. The ministry meetings are 

meetings of the ministry to help the saints and the local churches. These meetings are for the local 

churches, but they are not local church meetings and are not in the hands of the local churches. 

According to the pattern set up in the book of Acts, there are three ways for the servants of the 

Lord to work and minister to the saints. One is that, as a servant of the Lord, you can go to any 

locality to help the church there. You can attend the church meetings and take the opportunity to 

minister to the saints. 

Another way is that you can be in a place where there is a local church, yet at the same time you 

can rent a place for your ministry. Paul did this when he was in Rome. In Acts 28 we are told that 

while Paul was in Rome, for two years he rented a house for himself to work and “welcomed all 

those who came to him, proclaiming the kingdom of God and teaching the things concerning the 

Lord Jesus Christ” (vv. 30-31). Paul did not form another group by his ministry. The fruit of his 

ministry was for the church in Rome. Remember that you should not form anything of your 

own to keep the results of your ministry. All the results of your ministry must go to the local 

church.  “The third way is that if you stay in a locality for a long time, spontaneously you become 

a member of the local church there and serve the Lord as a local member. Peter was an example of 

this. He stayed in Jerusalem for a long time, so he automatically served the Lord in the church in 

Jerusalem as a local member. 



 

15  

  

“I hope this simple word may make the situation and the way clear to us.  (The Life and Way to 
Practice the Church Life, Witness Lee, Ch. 12, 1963) 

The “simple word” and the way was clear for several years, till deviating from the path occurred. 

WL Final Message 

This is a lesson for us all. The co-workers in different places need to learn; all responsible brothers in all 

localities need to learn. The eyes of the brothers and sisters all need to be opened. Too many things we 

need to learn. We have acted wrongly in the past, including me, I have to admit. I have had very painful 

repentance before the Lord. I am very sorry! I am sorry for the Body of Christ - not only for the brothers 

and sisters among us, but also for the ones in the denominations. …..We must learn from our past 

mistakes to receive people according to God's Son, undeviating, not deviating a bit from the path.”  

(Final message, Chinese New Year Conference, Anaheim, LSM transcription, Feb 1997) 

 

*  *  *   

Deviating from the Path in the Lord’s Recovery   

These brief excerpts are from former leaders concerning their experiences and 

conflict in the Lord’s recovery, that resulted in division and their quarantines. 

1990   

We certainly never imagined that we would pass through the experiences and conflict that we 

have in recent years.  We loved the Lord’s recovery and gave everything for it for over a quarter 

of a century.  It was this love and investment of our lives that compelled us to respond and speak 

out.  We had seen something that was exceedingly precious, and it was in jeopardy.  Moreover, we 

were concerned that the Lord’s testimony would be brought into shame and disgrace and suffer 

great damage.”   (John Ingalls, Speaking the Truth in Love, Introduction)  

 

“Moreover, many things have been spoken in recent elders’ meetings by Brother Witness Lee and his co-

workers that totally misrepresent the facts and contain many untruths.  Motives and intentions are imputed 

to us that we never imagined, not to say practiced. We are being called despicable names and are being 

displayed in the worst light.  But we do not desire to stoop to the level of name-calling, pejorative epithets, 

or blatant vindication.  We would like to speak the facts sincerely before God in Christ.  May the Lord 

judge us in every attitude and action... (Speaking the Truth in Love, Introduction) 

 
  

1988 

“The next afternoon I joined Godfred and Al at Brother Lee’s home. Godfred spoke strongly, asking 

Brother Lee first if he had spoken anything against us recently. He replied that he had not. Then Godfred 

reasoned with him: How is it that you speak against autonomy, considering that a problem, but you will 

not deal with the problems that we brought to your attention. Godfred spoke earnestly and impressively. 

He said, "the center of the church should be Christ, but He has been replaced by you and your ministry." 

Brother Lee was touched by what Godfred said, and perhaps considering that what he had just alleged 

afforded some light for clearing up the problem, he said, "I like to hear that." I recall the scene vividly, and 
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his words still echo in my ears. It seemed that this time Brother Lee appreciated the frank fellowship and 

was trying to warm up to us. But we could not seem to make any real progress. Brother Lee remarked 

that everything that had happened in Europe which had caused so great a problem between the churches 

and the Living Stream Ministry was just a misunderstanding. After the meeting Godfred told us that he 

wanted to leave the eldership and was fully disgusted with the whole situation.”  (John Ingalls, Speaking the 

Truth in Love in Love) 

1987 

“A few months ago, after Bob Ellis returned from the training in Taipei, he gave this admonition to the 

elders at a meeting of elders from the South: Turn everything over to the office and the ministry; Philip 

and Brother Lee have big plans for this area; it is imperative for us to give our coordination to Philip and 

the office, and they need evidences that we will do anything they want; we have to coordinate with 

Philip, and if Philip beats us to the ground, we have to learn to get up and come back to him, for he has 

seen Benson and Ray beaten to the ground and they have gotten up and come back”. – Bill Mallon, Atlanta, 

resignation from the work letter to Witness Lee 

 

“…Benson and Ray, as well as others, promoted Philip Lee, proclaiming everywhere that Philip is 

Witness Lee's closest co-worker, that Brother Lee has no one with as much wisdom, energy, and 

insight as Philip Lee, that Philip is Witness Lee's choice regardless of his anger and abuse of the 

saints, that everyone must submit and contact Philip Lee and/or the office--such audacious 

promotions are obviously symptoms of a disease”.  – Bill Mallon, resignation letter to Brother Lee.  

1987 

I came away from our talks with one deep impression:  Philip Lee was becoming increasingly involved in 

spiritual things concerning the Lord’s work, the churches, the elders, and the co-workers. He was totally 

unqualified both in position and character to touch spiritual matters related to the work of the Lord and 

the churches.  I became alarmed and began to fear for the Lord’s testimony. - John Ingalls’ talks with Bill 

Mallon, Speaking the Truth In Love 

1989 

Dear brother Witness Lee, 

It has come to our attention recently through several witnesses that gross immorality and 

some other sins mentioned in 1 Corinthians 5:11 have been committed by your son Philip 

Lee (who is identified as your Ministry Office) on more than one occasion over a long 

period of time.  This deeply disturbs us.  It grieves us even more that you and some of your 

close co-workers were aware of the situation and yet not only tolerated it but covered it 

up.  What is worse is that, while this was happening, you and your co-workers were 

promoting and exalting him to the extent that he was able to intervene in the churches’ 

affairs in recent years.  The peak of this promotion was evident at your elders’ training in 

Taipei in June 1987.  Some of your co-workers were not only themselves under the 

influence and control of Philip Lee, but were also openly bringing elders and young people 

of many local churches to come under the same influence and control in your name and for 
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your sake.  The five brothers whom you and your Office sent to Europe in your place in May 

1986 were trying to do the same here.  Our young people who went to your training in 

Taipei have also testified of the same. 

Before God, before the brothers and sisters in the local churches, before the Christian 

public, and for the sake of the Lord’s testimony, we are compelled by our conscience to 

fully disassociate ourselves from such sins and behavior in your work.  (John So and nine 

churches in European Depart) 

1989 

On Tuesday, March 14, 1989, Godfred, Al, and I had fellowship and prayer during the morning and then 

lunch together. It was a memorable time, a decisive time. I expressed strongly to the brothers my feeling 

concerning the futility and dishonesty of playing the role of elder in Anaheim any longer. It was 

hypocritical to go on in that status feeling as we did with strong conviction that we were in a system. 

Moreover, we were totally incapable of changing the course of the church or of practicing a generality with 

the saints where all were free to follow their own conscience. These considerations dictated that we should 

resign.  -  John Ingalls, Speaking the Truth In Love 

*  *  * 

Mistakes to Contemplate 

1. Was the “hiring” of Max Rapoport a mistake? Is there any other brother, besides 

Brother Lee, who thought Max was an appropriate choice in the seventies to be Brother Lee’s right 

hand man? It was easy to recognize that according to certain indications of his character and 

personality and a lack of spiritual growth that Max was not the right person to be in such a high 

position, traversing the globe in the name of an established minister of God. Because their relationship 

was so close, “like a father and son”, Max was allowed into localities to do things as an emissary for 

Brother Lee, who did encourage Max to visit the churches to “mess up” the elders and their “religious 

behavior”.  Max went beyond doing that, however, and wreaked havoc in the churches, offending and 

displacing elders, encouraging the natural life, mocking the work of the cross, and insulting the ministry 

of Witness Lee. Max was not a brother who manifested having much of a vertical relationship with the 

Lord, though he was certainly a brother in Christ. He was a horizontal brother who was trying to 

“normalize” the saints and their overly spiritual behavior in the churches, but he did so in a natural 

way, not through death and resurrection, and came across more as an entertainer than a minister of 

God and His word.  
 

CRYSTALLIZATION: Brother Witness Lee, alone, made the poor and unwise choice of placing so much 

trust and confidence in brother Max. This was a grave mistake that proved very costly, opening the 

gates for mass confusion in the churches, the loss of scores of precious saints in the recovery, the 

dampening of spirits everywhere, and division. Blame should not be placed on Max alone for this. He 

was adopted as an emissary to the churches by Witness Lee, though Max was far from being the right 

person to be placed in such a position at that time.  
 

NOTE:  However, he was the right person to deal with Philip Lee and Brother Lee knew this, per 1978 

moral misconduct crisis with Philip at LSM, in which Max met with Brother Lee, recommending that he 
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send his son back to Taiwan. But Brother Lee had plans for Philip, and “blood became thicker than 

water”, even though Max sought reconciliation, via his wife.  On two occasions she approached Brother 

Lee and told him that Max wanted to reconcile the problems between he and Brother Lee.  His reply to 

her was that “God is sovereign”.  Max was gone and Brother Lee wanted to keep it that way. This 

opened the way for the next era, the tandem leadership of Witness Lee and son, and a dramatic change 

of focus in the recovery to a man and a ministry, a development which was already well on its way 

since 1974. 

2.  Was the hiring of Philip Lee a mistake?  It was surely a mistake of monumental 

proportion and consequence.  At one time, before Living Stream Ministry came into being, the Stream 

Publishers represented Witness Lee and met his publishing and distribution needs to carry out his 

ministry in the churches.   Its reputation was that of a godly little business entity to serve a specific 

purpose in the recovery whose said function was truly limited to that of producing and distributing 

books and tapes.  Then things began to change, along with its name change to Living Stream Ministry.  

This godly little business entity had changed in purpose, function, and personnel as it began to grow.  In 

Philip Lee’s era he was in full control of the office, crossing moral boundaries with sisters and spiritual 

boundaries with elders and co-workers around the world, in the name of Witness Lee and for Brother 

Lee’s purposes. (See appendix 2) 

 

CRYSTALLIZATION:  Witness Lee’s hiring of his own non-spiritual son and his reluctance to fire him amid 

growing confirmed reports of his moral violations and his interferences in the churches was both 

bizarre and inexplicable. It also had an impure element related to nepotism.  The mistake of hiring 

Philip was far greater than the mistake of “hiring” Max.  With the hiring of Philip Lee, Witness Lee 

brought immorality into the office, chaos into the church in Anaheim, corruption into the churches, and 

major division into the recovery.   

                               Observation 

Although these two selections of men to top positions brought devastation to the recovery, no one 

places blame on Brother Lee.  Yet, the responsibility is his.  Philip was unspiritual and fleshly, who many 

thought was not even regenerated.  Max, in his behavior those days, was a natural man and soulish.  In 

principle, what they were doing was according to Brother Lee’s plan for them to accomplish.  He knew 

they were rough, tough, strong unreligious personalities who were men of action.  In an interview with 

Max (2001) he said that Brother Lee was very much bothered by the religious behavior of many of the 

elders in the recovery and charged him to go out to mess them up.  This is what Max did, but he admits 

he took advantage of his freedom and made serious mistakes.  With Philip Lee, Brother Lee wanted to 

establish ministry bases in every region with LSM workers in place who would work easily with him and 

with Philip as good soldiers in the new move.  Philip Lee was able to accomplish things in this regard, 

but without conscience as to how he accomplished them.  LSM bases and personnel became 

established, but so did LSM’s reputation of bypassing fellowship with elders and violating principles of 

oneness in the Body.  Such reports were given to Brother Lee but he ignored them, refusing to listen to 

them or to read about them. He would also controvert the issue, condemning the reporters. He 

wouldn’t listen to the legitimate concerns of the saints about LSM.  Thus, in Max and Philip, he had men 

who were unencumbered by the yoke of religion and also without the yoke of conscience, as they both 

set out to accomplish their works of the flesh in the name of Witness Lee.  Who put these kinds of 
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persons in position to wreak their havoc in the churches?  It was Witness Lee. 

3.  Was Daystar a mistake? How great a mistake this was! In Brother Lee’s own words it was not 

only a mistake, it was a cancer to the Body. He didn’t speak this publicly, though many knew that 

Daystar was indeed a cancer. He spoke it to at least two brothers individually in private fellowship.  In a 

visit to Brother Lee at Brother Lee's request following a training, Bill Mallon received Brother Lee’s 

unexpected admission about Daystar, his luxury motor home business that had failed in 1974. Millions 

of the saints’ dollars had been invested in the business, according to Daystar accountant, Terry 

Risenhoover, who had the job of informing the saints one by one of their loss. (Don Rutledge was the 

other brother.) 

 

One such saint who lost money was Warren Terry who, when he asked how much he was going to lose, 

the answer was “you’re going to lose it all.” A sister from San Diego, Angelica Fazio, reports “when the 

venture went down the tubes, saints, even the elderly who had invested their retirement and the young 

who had invested money that had been earmarked for college, were begged to write off their loss. 

Some marriages were pressed because one spouse had been more reluctant to ‘invest’, and when the 

money was lost, wasn't as eager to ‘forgive’ the debt. Many of those saints were not well off. There was 

a tremendous amount of suffering generated through that venture.” 

 

The Daystar business included the employment of two of Brother Lee’s sons, one of them as its 

president, Timothy Lee. To promote the business, Brother Lee "used elders’ meetings to recruit leaders 

to sell the idea to the saints and gain their investment dollars. The saints were called together in groups 

after meetings (in Southern California) and were assured that investing in Daystar would be a godly 

investment to help fund the building of meeting halls and so forth for the Lord’s recovery. They were 

told that the Lord would therefore certainly guard and even multiply their investment. Saints who had 

money in savings for retirement or college were inspired by the promotions to use that money for 

Daystar. When the business soon failed, some of the saints lost a considerable amount of money. As a 

result some were disheartened and left the recovery, or suffered spiritual damage.” (quote is from a 

brother’s testimony) 

Testimony of Tax Accountant for Casualties from Daystar 
 

 Terry Risenhoover writes about "the tragedy of Daystar and the terrible impact it had upon the Lord’s 

recovery". He shared, 
 

"It is impossible for you to properly deal with the current problems with LSM without understanding 

the underlying root of bitterness that Daystar created, it was a cancer, and rather than being treated 

and healed, it was allowed to spread and grow. 
 

"Most of us at Elden in those days would testify to the richness of the church life that we experienced, 

and all of us were fully consecrated to the Lord’s recovery. As a tax accountant I got to explain to many 

Brothers and Sisters the impact of their loss of investment in Daystar. Brother Lee and many leading 

ones faced potential criminal and civil penalties for violating state and federal securities laws and were 

in desperate need of re-paying those who had lost their life savings and were threatening to contact 

authorities because they believed there had been lies and misrepresentations.  
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”The birth of LSM came out of this unrighteous situation with Daystar and the charging for trainings 

was commenced to provide funds to repay Daystar investors.”                     -  
 

Indeed, as a way to pay off Daystar debt, fees (called "donations") for trainings on the books of the 

Bible were implemented. The elders around Brother Lee in Anaheim objected to his charging a fee for 

trainings on the word of God, but Brother Lee considered his financial objectives and did not follow the 

fellowship of the elders.  

 

To further alleviate Daystar debt Brother Lee asked Max Rapoport, the secretary for Daystar, to suggest 

to the elders of churches to ask the saints to consider their investment in Daystar as a donation and not 

seek to be reimbursed. The elders followed the suggestion and many saints were stumbled at this and 

left the churches. (Max later deeply regretted that he encouraged this). Those who posed a threat of 

going to legal authorities over state and federal laws that were violated in the Daystar business were 

paid.  

Testimony of Treasurer - Don Hardy email 

 

"It started with DayStar. WL gave the appearance that “everything was o.k.”, that what he wanted to 

do was “ALL” for the “Lord”; but, underneath (this is a fact, and past history), there were the children to 

care for, especially Timothy. I had heard that in the FarEast, WL had tried to do this “business venture 

thing” at least 2-3 other times. (My mother-in-law did some “research” with missionaries from the Far 

East, and found out). I BLAME the dear dear Chinese saints in Elden, who were from the FE, because 

they KNEW better (they knew brother!!), and they not only “not touched it”, they kept QUIET with any 

of us saints from America about those business ventures, and let us ALL go ahead and “walk down the 

primrose path!!” I believe I told you about the Elders’ Mtng later (about 8-10 mos?) after Daystar (WL 

had already moved to Orange Co., and we had already built the mtng hall, so I may have my timing off): 

It was a LARGE Mtng (bros. had flown in), and WL was sitting up-front in “the captain’s chair”. John 

Smith of San Diego, asked him something like this: “WHAT happened with Daystar, WL? Soooo many 

saints are still suffering. Somehow we have to pay them$$ back” WL’s answer: something like this (I’ll 

“never” forget): “They have lost their virginity”. Dick Taylor was very perplexed, and asked: ”Why, WL, 

what on earth do you mean?!!” “Well bros. when the saints first came into Elden Hall, in the “early 

days” they were all somewhat pure virgins, WHOLLY for the LORD, seeking the Lord, wanting only the 

Lord. But over Daystar, so many LOST their virginity, they lost their first love. (They got mixed). Dick (or 

someone else) said, HOW did that happen WL? WL said, they were (all) SEDUCED, they lost their 

virginity!” And there were MANY brothers there, but NOT one asked, “WHO did the seducing, WL?” I 

did not ask publicly, but I asked (and was answered) within me! "Why, the "little precious man" sitting 

right in front of us, IS THE MAN who seduced us all!!"  

When Witness Lee was at Elden, right at the height of Daystar, I was a “board-member” with JohnI & 

Bill M. In fact I did most of the banking. And WL would SWITCH accounts & $$ so much from one bank 

to another, that I alerted Samuel Chang: “S, do you know what $$Laundering is? I’m afraid WL is 

laundering $$, without knowing it!” (I believe though, he did know!!). SC told WL.  I resigned from the 

Board, and SC told me I was “in trouble” with WL, that I had gotten on his “bad side” or something like 

that….that I had better shape up! (Ha!)"  

 

CRYSTALLIZATION: Daystar was a cancer in the Body that has never been treated. It brought distrust, 
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disillusionment, and discouragement into the recovery, as many saints never recovered from the 

ordeal, with some of them leaving the churches. Morale plummeted and the spirit of migration that 

had prevailed in 1970-73 disappeared.  

 

4.  Were the first lawsuits a mistake?  In the mid to late seventies legal action was taken 

against The Mindbenders and God-Men, two books that were laden with defamatory material against 

the local churches and Witness Lee.  Whether or not the lawsuits were intrinsically right or wrong to 

engage in, five years of litigation drained money, energy, and time from the saints and the churches; 

and being on the heels of Daystar, the ordeal contributed further to the churches’ decline.  Moreover, 

the use of the saints’ monies was again brought into question.  What began as an LSM issue that was to 

be kept separate from the churches, ultimately became a church burden, something that Brother Lee 

had announced to elders in the beginning would not and should not happen.  Churches were 

encouraged to make pledges and then were reminded to carry them out.  Such actions took place on 

Sunday night after the Lord’s Table meetings in some localities.   

Furthermore, LSM and the local churches “won” the two cases but gained a negative reputation in the 

Christian community for taking fellow believers to court and also for their strategy of draining at least 

one of their opponents of funds to the point of bankruptcy, which they were able to do because of 

endless funding resources from the saints and the churches.  Their reputation has followed them to this 

day. 

Concerning major legal action, there is a high price to pay, even if the action is “justified”.  

5. Were W. Lee’s handlings of other financial and church matters mistakes?  We 

have already discussed Daystar and the handling of saints’ investments, and we have talked about the 

first lawsuits and the procuring of saints’ monies for funding them. Besides Daystar he raised up other 

businesses in the U. S. and previously in the Far East.  

In the late fifties Witness Lee had created a major problem to the church in Taipei through 

business failures involving investments from the saints and his oldest son, Timothy, and he 

lost a lot of money.  This brought a financial crisis to the church in Taipei.  All the donations 

from the church members were used to pay the debt incurred, and still a large amount of money 

was owed.  Due to the desperate situation, Brother Lee coerced the elders to sell a piece of land 

belonging to the church in order to pay the debt. Because of that action many co-workers and 

church members were especially unhappy with him and the debacle.  That piece of land had 

been bought by the church to build a training center and a new meeting place.  (Larry Chi)   

The businesses that Brother Lee became involved in was in part to benefit his oldest son, Timothy, but 

the businesses failed and the saints lost money from their investments. None of Brother Lee’s business 

matters have been publicly accounted for that brought damage to the churches of God and to the 

saints.  

There were other matters in places such as the Philippines, Malaysia, and Hong Kong that disappointed 

the saints and elders and led to crises and division. 

In other matters in the Far East, toward the end of the 1950s co-workers in Hong Kong, 

the Philippines, Singapore, and Malaysia had serious differences with Brother Lee 

because of the absolute authority he exercised, which was hard for them to take.  
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Everything was dictated by him, and he would not take any input from others.  In 

addition, some of the affluent church members were very unhappy about his handling of 

the financial matters.  This was due to the fact that a lot of the money had been 

contributed by them, and Brother Lee handled the finances according to his own view.  

The co-workers did not feel they could trust him anymore and because of the 

differences they had with him they split up.  The Philippines was very important to 

Brother Lee and several well-to-do church members supported the church there 

financially over the years. Manila, however, decided to sever relationships with Brother 

Lee totally in 1960.  

 

6. Was the full-time training a mistake?  It has been outwardly successful and very helpful to 

the churches.  But has the FTT become another center, something Watchman Nee warned elders and 

co-workers about? The FTT was a center and promoted a center – a special leader and his ministry.  The 

FTT also produced trained ones to go back to their localities to promote the center, a man and his 

ministry. In the quote below, Watchman Nee addresses having the extra sphere of a training center.   

 

“Whenever a special leader, or a specific doctrine, or some experience, or creed, or 
organization, becomes a center for drawing together the believers of different places, then 
because the center of such a church federation is other than Christ, it follows that its 
sphere will be other than local.  And, whenever the divinely-appointed sphere of locality is 
displaced by a sphere of human invention, there the divine approval cannot rest.  The 
believers within such a sphere may truly love the Lord, but they have another center apart 
from Him, and it is only natural that the second center becomes the controlling one.  It is 
contrary to human nature to stress what we have in common with others; we always stress 
what is ours in particular.  Christ is the common center of all the churches, but any 
company of believers that has a leader, a doctrine, an experience, a creed, or an 
organization as their center of fellowship, will find that that center becomes the center, and 
it is that center by which  they determine who belongs to them and who does not.  The 
center always determines the sphere, and the second center creates a sphere which divides 
those who attach themselves to it from those who do not.  
 

“Anything that becomes a center to unite believers of different places will create a sphere 
which includes all believers who attach themselves to that center and excludes those who 
do not.  This dividing line will destroy the God-appointed boundary of locality, and 
consequently destroy the very nature of the churches of God (The Normal Christian Church 

Life, p. 184, Nee).   
 

7.  Was the new way a mistake?  The new way began in October 1984 and included going from 

big meetings, with one man speaking, to small group meetings for teaching and learning the truths of 

the Bible, gospel preaching, and shepherding, and for prophesying in the larger gatherings. There is no 

problem with the concept of such a new way in the churches. However, during the implementation of 

the new way, an aggressive campaign led by Benson Phillips and Ray Graver to promote Witness Lee, 

his ministry, and the office (Philip Lee) was a mistake.  The inordinate promotions within localities that 

the campaigning spawned were a mistake.  Inspiring the formation of the mindset of one central 

leadership was a mistake.  Denying that a central leadership was formed was a mistake.  Allowing LSM 

to become mobilized and run roughshod over people and places was a mistake.  Allowing LSM to 

bypass fellowship with the elders while carrying out their agenda on local church grounds was a 

mistake.  LSM causing dissension, turmoil, and division in the recovery during the new way was a 

mistake.  Brother Lee ignoring reports of the damage and displacing blame onto others was a mistake. 
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Encouraging churches and elders to line up with the immoral, non-spiritual son of Witness Lee as the 

office was a mistake.  Allowing a little book publishing arm of the church to grow far past its bounds 

and become a factor of oneness, and division, was a mistake. Brother Lee’s attitude that no one could 

fellowship with him was a mistake.  The work being mixed with the church was a mistake. All these are 

huge mistakes to contemplate. 

Any “way” is a mistake that adds a new center for the saints other than Christ.  Benson Phillips and Ray 

Graver strongly promoted Brother Lee and his ministry wherever they went and constructed the letter 

of agreement for all the elders to sign in 1986. That letter’s essence was for the elders to drop their 

reins in all the churches and hand them over to Brother Lee. He would lead the churches.  He and his 

ministry were now a center.  

8.  Was the building of the Anaheim meeting hall rife with unrighteous matters and 

serious mistakes?  The following is from a paper written by a seriously concerned brother on the 

subject:  “In the early 1970’s land was secured for the building of the Anaheim meeting hall.  Saints 

gave money liberally for the project and morale was high.  Workers came from localities near and far. 

Both skilled and unskilled labor was given freely on weekends and after regular work days.  Some even 

left their employment to be full-time for the construction which went on seven days a week, many 

workers staying late into the night until the early mornings.   

It began to be noticed that an attitude was present in the decision-making that “we are above the law”.  

Questionings arose when the fire code and other code regulations were being violated, and when 

securing necessary permits were neglected, which were all being excused and reasoned away.  Only 

after repeated visits by inspectors and their threats of penalties were the steps taken to repair the 

defects they had pointed out.   

All decisions during the building were made by only one person, Witness Lee.  The prevalent teaching 

and encouragement was to suppress all opinions because opinions were of the flesh, and those 

expressing opinions were labeled as fleshly or negative.  Skilled workmen had real concerns about cost 

and labor over some of Witness Lee’s indiscreet moves, yet they were not to express their opinion.  

Work was done and then re-done with a different twist, according to the whims of Brother Lee, which 

the brothers would not have cost-justified.  Of course, the money was not Brother Lee’s, nor was the 

time given to the work, his time. 

The greatest indiscretion and injustice manifested itself upon the completion of the structure.  The 

entire building was deeded over to Stream Publishing, a business entity, later to be renamed Living 

Stream Ministry.  The original intention of the building was for the church. But only after a period of 

time was a smaller fraction of the property given to the “church side”.  LSM even used the church 

premises for a book room, even though the LSM business was located right next door with many and 

varied books on display and available there.  Even after the building was supposedly completed, tearing 

down and constant renovations continued year after year.  There seemed to be no end to the demand 

for free labor to make constant changes of rooms and walls.  Walls that had been torn down, inspectors 

demanded to be reinstated to their original position after it was learned that the changes violated the 

building code.  All this extra, hard labor had to be freely done by “volunteers”.  Meetings of the church 

were often interrupted by the noise of hammers and sawing of wood during these “renovations”.  The 

work was carried on during the church meetings because the manager of the business, Philip Lee, who 
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was thought by many to be an unsaved person, supervised this work and seldom attended any church 

meetings.  The small area granted to the “church meeting side” was encroached upon over and over to 

add to the “business” side until there were not enough rooms for the children’s meetings.  Some 

classes had to be held in the homes and apartments of the teachers or in the public park if the 

apartments or homes weren’t large enough.  Storage rooms for unsold stacks of literature were given 

priority over the rooms for the children.” (John Ingalls recalled that the “smaller fraction” amount was 

25% of the property that was given to the “church side.”)  

He recalled much more of the history in Speaking the Truth in Love, which gives readers a 

strikingly different perspective of lamentable aspects of our church history. 

 

www.JohnIngalls.com  

 

 

 

S.I. 

Dec 4, 2021 


