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Dear saints:

This booklet sounds a call to all our brothers and sisters to faithfully 
stand  for  the  church  in  Columbus.  Over  the  past  3  years  and  9 
months,  over $141,000 of the saints’  offerings to the church have 
been sent to support Titus Chu’s work without our knowledge. To 
provide Titus Chu this level of financial support, the Trustees of the 
church have sunk the church deeply into debt, put church properties 
at risk, doubled the church’s monthly interest payments, and appear 
to  have  diverted  funds  designated  for  needy  saints,  Bibles  for 
America, and other purposes. While we ourselves are nothing and are 
more than willing to bear the Lord’s reproach, you deserve to know 
the facts concerning the Trustees’ mismanagement of church funds 
and the elders’ betrayal of the truth and the trust we have put in them. 

We are compelled to stand up for the welfare of the church and for 
those  of  you  who have given yourselves  and your  money for  the 
Lord’s testimony here. As will be demonstrated, those who declare 
themselves to be God’s authority and who use that claim to practice 
control will never have the Spirit’s confirmation of their authority. 
Rather,  they  have  disqualified  themselves  from  taking  the  lead 
among God’s people. We have always taught that true authority in 
the church is a matter of the measure of growth and ministry of the 
divine life; it is manifested as life supply in resurrection to the saints, 
not through demands for the saints’ obedience. 

This booklet will also demonstrate the effects of Titus Chu’s system 
of organizational hierarchy and control over the funds of the local 
churches and the churches themselves.  Elders’  uncomely demands 
for obedience and money coupled with their apparent redirection of 
funds  to  Titus’  purposes  are  the  real  story  here.  But  first,  some 
background is needed.

A Brief History of the Church in Columbus
In  1977 approximately forty  saints  from different  cities  moved to 
Columbus  to  stand  on  the  ground  of  oneness  as  the  church  in 
Columbus,  a practical local  expression of the one Body of Christ. 



This vision was revealed to the saints from the Scriptures through the 
ministry  of  Watchman  Nee  and  Witness  Lee.  The  church  was 
incorporated under the laws of the State of Ohio in the same year. 
Among the 40 saints, only 3 brothers held professional jobs and the 
rest were mostly students. By the Lord’s mercy and abundant supply, 
in  the  following  year,  the  property  on  199  E.  15th Avenue  was 
purchased and a meeting room at the back of the building was added 
and built by the saints. As the gospel of the kingdom prevailed, the 
number  of  the  saints  meeting  together  on  the  ground  of  oneness 
increased and a need for another hall  on the north end of the city 
arose. From  1982-85  the property on Sinclair Road was purchased 
and developed with many saints joyfully participating by giving their 
time, skill and money to this endeavor.

From the very beginning, the church in Columbus has consistently 
participated in the semi-annual trainings conducted by Brother Lee 
and later by the co-workers who are faithful to carry on the same 
ministry after Brother Lee’s passing. After one of the original elders 
went to serve the Lord in the Czech Republic in December 2000, 
Titus Chu appointed three new elders to carry out his work and view. 
Not properly appreciating the importance of fellowship in the Body 
of Christ both within the church and among the churches, the elders 
unilaterally canceled the local video trainings in the summer of 2005. 
Despite the saints’ attempts to fellowship with the elders concerning 
the importance of those trainings to them, in the spring of 2006 the 
elders unilaterally determined that the church would also no longer 
allow registration for saints to attend the live training in Anaheim. 
Saints who felt richly supplied by the ministry in the trainings were 
permitted only to gather in homes to listen to the audiotapes of the 
trainings.

In  the  morning meeting  on  Lord’s  day,  July 30,  2006,  the  elders 
canceled the Lord’s Table meeting. Instead of a time to celebrate the 
Lord’s victory over sin, Satan and death, the elders took the podium 
to strongly condemn Living Stream Ministry (LSM) and the ministry 
of the co-workers in the international trainings and conferences. The 
elders publicly denounced LSM as being a divisive factor among the 
saints  and falsely  accused those  saints  who had  listened  to  audio 
tapes of the trainings of causing problems in the church. The meeting 
was then summarily dismissed and everyone was literally ordered to 
leave.  The  elders  verbally  closed  off  all  avenues  for  fellowship 
concerning  the  matters  and  people  they  had  just  condemned. 



Therefore, the only way left for the saints to communicate with the 
elders regarding what they had publicly spoken was to write a private 
letter  to the elders. After much prayer  and fellowship a letter was 
written and signed by 23 concerned brothers and sisters in the hope 
that the oneness of the Spirit in the Body could be kept. The elders 
made  no  effort  to  resolve  the  differences,  but  instead  took  great 
offense.  On August  27,  2006,  again  misusing the  podium—which 
should  be  for  ministering  the  word  of  God  and  not  for  abuse  of 
authority—the  elders  publicly  condemned  each  of  the  23  saints, 
accusing them falsely, reading off each of their names in the meeting 
and excommunicating them from the church in Columbus.  No room 
was left for any fellowship unless the 23 saints “repented” for actions 
they did not commit. 

Since  that  time,  these  23  saints  have  been  repeatedly  maligned 
through  public  denunciations  and  the  spreading  of  rumors.  On 
October 27, 2006, the saints wrote to the church trustees requesting 
their lawful membership in the church be recognized and requiring 
them,  in  accordance  with  Ohio  Revised  Code  1702.15,  to  grant 
access  to  church financial  and other  records.  Their  lawful  request 
was refused outright. After attempts to have fellowship in person or 
by letter with the elders and after having been physically barred from 
the  meetings  of  the  church,  on  November  13,  2006,  these  saints 
sought relief from the Court.  As will be seen, this action also has 
been misrepresented to the members of the church in Columbus. 

Mass Excommunications
The recent pronouncement of a mass excommunication of 23 saints 
in  Columbus  and  the  actions  taken  by  elders  of  another  nearby 
church to throw out almost 70% of its members are unprecedented in 
the history of the Lord’s recovery in the United States. That elders 
following Titus Chu’s ministry feel they must demand money and 
obedience  from long-time members  of  the  local  churches  and are 
taking  steps  to  throw  out  anyone  who  does  not  agree  with  their 
demands is indeed eye-opening.

Columbus
In Columbus, the elders excommunicated 23 saints at one time for 
supposedly: forming “a separate administration” within the church by 
supposedly not giving material offerings “for the local needs,” not 
serving the church,  and other such accusations.  The elders further 



insisted that if a believer cannot be “one” with them, i.e., “obey” (not 
just submit to) their “authority,” they should find some place else to 
meet.  The  elders’  demand  for  obedience  has  usurped  the  Lord’s 
headship and brought shame to the Lord’s name in Columbus.

The  elders’  chief  example  of  the  saints  having  a  “parallel 
administration” was that some of the saints had gathered to listen to 
audio tapes from the summer training and invited others to join them. 
This gathering had been fellowshipped with the elders, but was taken 
as an excuse to excommunicate 20% of the church!

Concerning the saints’ material offerings to the Lord and the elders’ 
demands that the saints offer according to their direction, the amount 
and purpose for which each saint gives material offerings to the Lord 
is  a  matter  subject  to  the Lord’s anointing within each saint.  The 
saints’  giving of  material  offerings  could  never  be a  condition of 
fellowship in a genuine local church. Even if the elders’ accusations 
regarding giving were true, for the elders to seek to know, name by 
name, who gives how much money to what purpose is shameful. For 
the elders, who should be overseers and shepherds, to deviate to such 
an extent that they publicly ridicule saints under their care for having 
failed  to  make  offerings  according  to  their  demands  is  utterly 
shameful.  The  elders’  attempts  to  control  the  saints’  giving  are 
exceedingly  improper  (2  Cor.  8:3-5,  12—where  “not  out  of…
necessity” means not “by being forced or pressed”; 9:7; 1 Tim. 3:3, 
8; Titus 1:7; 1 Pet. 5:2; 2 Pet. 2:15; Acts 5:4). 

In the Lord’s recovery we have always honored the giving of the 
saints  as  something  done  in  secret  (Matt.  6:3-4),  a  transaction  in 
secret between the giver and the Lord. If some saints were hesitant to 
put their offering under the hands of the elders and instead gave to 
other purposes, it could be because of their concern, now confirmed, 
regarding  the  elders’  management  of  church’s  funds,  e.g.,  a 
significant amount of the money given in the local offering has been 
diverted  by  the  elders  to  fund  Titus  Chu’s  work  each  month,  or 
because they simply did not desire their gifts to fund  conferences, 
building projects and other works associated with Titus Chu.

Saints who have poured out their life and substance for the church in 
Columbus  for  years  have  been  subjected  to  the  elders’  angry 
demands and have been shouted at in the public meetings. Is it a sin 
to come together to enjoy the summer training tapes? Is it a sin to 
give bountifully according to the Lord’s leading, even if that money 



does not go to the elders and their “apostle”? Is it a sin to serve the 
church  according  to  the  Lord’s  leading?  Absolutely  not!  But  to 
falsely accuse the saints, especially in a public setting, is a sin. And 
Paul testifies that elders who sin should be openly reproved before all 
(1 Tim. 5:20). 

Instead  of  the  ground  of  oneness,  the  elders  of  the  church  in 
Columbus  have  made  obedience  to  their  directives  the  basis  for 
receiving believers. 

Mansfield
In  Mansfield,  Titus  Chu  recently  appointed  four  new  “elders.” 
Simultaneous to notifying the church of their appointment,  one of 
Titus Chu’s workers took control of the Mansfield meeting for one 
hour and 15 minutes and dictated that all of the saints in the church 
must  adhere to  the authority,  speaking,  and direction set  by these 
“elders.”  That  outside  worker  further  declared  that  anyone  who 
would  not  obey  these  “elders”  explicitly  should  go  elsewhere  to 
meet.  This  demonstrates  once  again  that,  in  order  to  assert  the 
absolute  authority  of  his  elders  and to control  the  local  churches, 
Titus Chu, his workers and his elders have betrayed the most basic 
principles  of  the  ground  of  oneness  on  which  all  genuine  local 
churches stand. 

This worker also asserted that in order to be considered a member of 
the church, the saints in Mansfield must: 1) obey the elders (not just 
submit),  2)  tithe  (give  10%  of  their  income)  to  the  church  in 
Mansfield,  and  3)  participate  in  the  practical  service  and  prayer 
meetings. When a number of the elderly saints in the church decided 
to visit a neighboring local church on two consecutive weekends, one 
of these new elders presumptuously announced that these saints had 
left the church. The saints returned the next Lord’s day to find the 
“elders” fully asserting their newfound “authority”: “The meeting is 
over, the meeting is over. I am the authority, I am an elder. I 
have the authority. The meeting is over.” 
The following Lord’s day most of the saints in Mansfield found the 
meeting hall  locked and empty.  As they returned to the hall  each 
week only to find it locked, they wrote two letters asking where the 
meeting was taking place. They received no response. The “elders” 
first  claimed  the  saints  had  resigned  from  the  church  and  later 
presumed to excommunicate 20 of them, locking them out of the hall 



and saying they are “no longer received as active members.” These 
20  include  some  of  the  elderly  saints  who  began  the  church  in 
Mansfield in 1966.

Repeatedly elders appointed by Titus Chu have demanded obedience 
to their authority, not knowing the source of true authority.  When 
Moses’  genuine  leadership  was  challenged,  he  prostrated  himself 
before  the  Lord  in  acknowledgment  that  he  had  no  authority  in 
himself. In Aaron’s case, the proof of leadership was in the budding 
and blossoming of Aaron’s rod,  a  sign that  true leadership in the 
church  is  a  matter  of  growth  in  life  and  the  ministry  of  life  in 
resurrection to the saints.

False Accusations
In  Columbus,  the false  accusations have not  stopped with a mass 
excommunication.  Repeatedly,  the  elders  have  falsely  portrayed 
members’ efforts to bring to light error and wrongdoings.

Concerning Our Appeal to the Court
The action of some of the saints to ask the Court to intercede on their 
behalf has been misrepresented to the saints by the elders. The fact is 
that  the  saints  have  not  sued  the  general  membership  of  the 
church, but are merely asking the Court to intervene to protect 
the church and all  of  its  members against  financial  and other 
abuses, and to hold the elders accountable for their actions. The 
saints bringing this action will not profit in any way.
An appeal to the Court (copies of our Complaint available on request 
or at www.StandForChurchInColumbus.org) was made only when:

1. The elders refused any discussion of the saints’ concerns;

2. The elders refused to reinstate the membership of the 23 saints 
improperly terminated in violation of the church’s bylaws; and

3. The  elders  refused  to  make  the  church’s  financial  records 
available for review in accordance with the laws of the State of 
Ohio.  Those  records  were  requested  due  to  concerns  that  the 
finances of the church were being mismanaged.

The Judge has agreed that the 23 saints be entitled to participate as 
members  for  voting  purposes  and  strongly  encouraged  the  elders 
twice that the church’s records be turned over to them. Furthermore, 
the  Judge advised the elders  to  work out  a  negotiated  agreement. 

http://www.StandForChurchInColumbus.org/


However, despite their own demands for obedience, the elders have 
been very slow in complying with the Judge’s instructions. In order 
to have membership restored and documents produced, the church 
had to be named in the legal action. The saints are not bringing this 
action for any personal benefit but, according to Ohio law, they are 
bringing this action as members on behalf of the church in order for 
the church to be protected and have the church’s losses recovered.

Nothing in our appeal to the Court is aimed at the general members 
of the church. The appeal is, in fact, concerned with protecting the 
church and, in particular, the saints’ offerings from what appear to be 
significant financial mismanagement by the Trustees. This concern 
stems from many facts which have come to light, including:

1. When  the  meeting  hall  on  Sinclair  Road  was  built,  a  small 
number of saints who had the capacity gave the church a low 
interest rate loan. Through the years the church paid off some of 
these  loans  of  the  saints.  By  2005,  there  were  only  four 
outstanding loans left to be paid off. These saints never requested 
repayment for their loans, knowing that the church was not yet 
able to repay them. However in March 2005, the elders decided 
to  pay off  the  remaining  loans by obtaining a  bank loan at  a 
significantly  higher  variable  rate  of  interest.  In  addition,  they 
borrowed  $34,000  beyond  what  was  needed  to  repay  the 
remaining  loans,  also  at  this  higher  interest  rate. This  loan 
doubled the church’s monthly payment to retire its debt service. 
The loan also requires a one-time lump sum payment of $84,556 
in approximately eight years from now. This balloon payment is 
nearly  equal  to  the  original loan  balance,  and  puts  all  of  the 
Sinclair Road properties at risk as collateral. Moreover, over the 
life  of  the  loan  the  saints  will  have  to  pay  interest  totaling 
$117,469 (assuming the variable interest rate remains constant), 
in addition to repaying the principal amount of the loan. It is a 
very bad financial arrangement for the church in Columbus.

2. In the same year  that the elders burdened the church with this 
additional  debt,  the  church  in  Columbus  sent  $41,250, 
constituting 32% of the total offerings from members that year, to 
Cleveland  and  $8,000,  constituting  5%  of  the  members’ 
offerings, to Willoughby to fund the work of Titus Chu. In the 
past three years and nine months, the church has sent $141,590 to 
Titus’ work through Cleveland and Willoughby. Viewed in this 



light, the elders’ rebuke to saints for not giving for “local needs” 
seems to be a diversion. Perhaps it is in order to support this large 
allocation of the church in Columbus’ funds to Titus Chu’s work 
that material  offerings by saints designated for needy saints or 
other matters have been delayed or redirected by the elders. 

Concerning Attempts at Mediation
Our attempts to arrive at a mediated settlement with the elders have 
also been misrepresented. We have been portrayed as greedy and as 
behaving in an uncomely manner. Actually, the opposite has been the 
case as the following facts show:

1. The elders are not willing to reconcile even though they have said 
the opposite to the saints. During mediation, when asked if they 
were willing to reconcile one of the elders present definitively 
said “No, no.” and the other two elders present shook their heads, 
“No.”  Given  the  elders’  recent  actions  and  attitude,  we  must 
admit that reconciliation is not a realistic option.

2. It is the Trustees who have made unreasonable demands.  The 
very first offer made in the mediation by the trustees demanded 
that we pay them $50,000 in cash and pay for the entire debt (the 
$123,700 loan at 7.25%) which the elders have rashly incurred by 
giving  more  to  support  Titus’  work  than  the  church  could 
possibly  afford.  Despite  their  responsibility  for  the  debt,  we 
agreed to pay half of the original loan amount. This was a very 
fair offer, but was rejected by the elders.

3. The elder’s refusal to give us the corporate name “the church in 
Columbus” appears to be a matter of pride (fear of losing face) 
more  than  a  matter  of  commitment  to  truth. They  admit  that 
newer churches formed by Titus Chu’s trainees do not clearly 
identify themselves as the church in their locality. The standing 
the elders have taken is not the standing of a local church as a 
manifestation of the one Body of Christ on the ground of locality 
(see the section “A Deviation from the Proper Standing”).

The elders have in fact intentionally removed any association of 
the campus house with “the church in Columbus.” Although it is 
owned by the church, in meetings held at that property there is 
nothing to indicate those meetings have any relationship to “the 
church  in  Columbus”.  Rather  many  of  those  attending  the 
meetings at the campus house have had no idea that there is such 



an entity as “the church in Columbus,” and for good reason; that 
property is openly associated with “Oasis Christian Community,” 
which  is  registered  as  a  “sports  club”  at  the  university.  OSU 
requires  that  any  registered  student  organization  reveal  its 
association with any local organization. In spite of this, Oasis’ 
constitution gives no hint of any association or connection with 
“the church in Columbus” and the club has not filed the required 
papers  with  OSU  stating  its  association  with  “the  church  in 
Columbus.”  In  fact,  one  of  the  new  ones  who  the  elders  are 
claiming before the court as a member of the church in Columbus 
stated that she has “never been to the church in Columbus.” If 
this  seems  like  a  small  point,  we  encourage  you  to  read  the 
account of the split between the work and the church in Kampala, 
Uganda,  in  the  section of  this  booklet  entitled,  “The  Work in 
Kampala, Uganda—An Example of the Divisive Standing of the 
Work under Titus Chu”.

4. Despite claims to the contrary, it is the elders themselves who 
behaved poorly during the mediation and it does not appear that 
they are negotiating in good faith: (a) one of the elders raised his 
voice in an ugly display of temper several times during the course 
of the mediation when meeting with our attorney; we invite you 
to  confirm this  fact  with  the  attorneys  present;  (b)  at  the  last 
minute,  when  the  parties  appeared  close  to  finalizing  a 
settlement,  they admitted (or pretended) that they did not have 
the authority to negotiate a settlement in the first place. After nine 
days  of  delay  they  effectively  discarded  all  progress  toward 
settlement and insisted on a completely different approach.

Such behavior is not unlike what we have also endured many times 
when we attempted to fellowship with them. We believe a number of 
you also have observed similar uncomely behavior first hand.

Uncomely Assertions of Authority
The  elders  have  repeatedly  demanded  that  the  saints  obey  their 
“authority” in matters which extend far beyond the reach of any New 
Testament authority given to either elders or apostles, for example: 
controlling who to give to and for what purpose and forbidding saints 
to listen to the training tapes with others in their own homes. Their 



temperamental assertions of authority are contrary to the ministry of 
Watchman Nee and Witness Lee as seen in the following portions:

It is a most ugly thing for anyone to speak for his authority in 
order to establish authority for himself. 

I  dislike  and  abhor  those  who  say,  “I  am God’s  appointed 
authority.” 

I  hope  that  no  one  would  stand  up  to  claim that  he  is  the 
authority. 

Suppose you say that God has chosen you and that you have 
revelation  and  authority.  If  others  oppose  and  rebel  against 
you, and if they go to God and also receive revelation, it means 
that God has not vindicated you or backed you up. In that case 
it would be useless to speak for yourself…. 

Nothing is more unsightly than a person who struggles to be an 
authority. It is the most ugly thing for a person to try to control 
others in an outward way. Ambition for authority or to be a 
great one is something that belongs to the Gentiles. We should 
drive this kind of spirit from the church. 
The  Collected  Works  of  Watchman  Nee,  vol.  47,  The  
Orthodoxy of the Church & Authority and Submission, pp. 220-
221, 230, 238, 283

If the elders in the church have the attitude that they are the 
elders, that they have the authority, and that they are here to 
exercise their authority, that would be one of the ugliest things 
there is! 

Everyone who exercises authority to claim that he is an elder, 
that he has the authority to deal with such-and-such a matter, 
and that he will exercise this authority, is using his authority in 
the wrong way! 

In some local churches, I have seen brothers who act as elders 
by putting on a front. They say, “Oh, I  am an elder!” They 
assume an elder’s  bearing and speak with an elder’s  tone.  I 
must tell you that there is nothing more ugly in the church than 
to see such a thing. 



It never works for an elder to try to assume authority in the 
church by force. Not only will this not be pleasing in the eyes 
of men, but it will have no confirmation from the Holy Spirit. 
You can assume your authority, but the Holy Spirit will not be 
there. 
The Elders’ Management of the Church by Witness Lee, pp. 83, 
88-89

An Unscriptural System of Control
Why  are  elders  and  workers  in  both  Mansfield  and  Columbus 
suddenly  asserting  controlling  authority  and  making  uncomely 
demands for: 

1. obedience to human authority, and

2. money to  be  given according  to the  elders’  directions  and 
Titus Chu’s purposes rather than as the Lord leads?

Why are these elders so desperate to keep the churches in Ohio and 
the surrounding area isolated from any ministry or local church not 
approving of Titus Chu, even to the extent that they would throw out 
saints who have faithfully supported the church for many years? The 
source of this new and uncomely pattern in the churches in this area 
is an unscriptural system of control over the elders and the churches 
through the work of Titus Chu.

How this System of Control Works in Columbus
1. “Elders”  sent  from outside  Columbus. Titus  handpicked  all 
five elders in Columbus, three of whom were sent from other cities. 
This practice assures control of the direction (and the money) of the 
church  here.  Two  of  the  current  elders  were  sent  by  Titus  from 
Cincinnati. A third was sent by Titus directly from Cleveland. This 
practice  of  sending elders  into  a  local  church is  against the  New 
Testament pattern of establishing elders from among the local saints. 
Rather  than the elders  being appointed  from within  the church in 
Columbus, Titus has exercised control by sending those loyal to him 
from other churches and from his work to be his representatives in 
Columbus. This is against the New Testament pattern (Acts 14:23; 
Titus 1:5) and against the teaching of Brother Nee and Brother Lee: 

…elders are chosen from among the local brethren. They are 
not transferred from other places, but are set apart just in the 
place where they live,  and they are not called to leave their 



ordinary occupations, but simply to devote their spare time to 
the responsibilities of the church. The members of the church 
are  local  men,  and  as  elders  are  chosen  from  among  the 
ordinary members, it follows that they are also local men (Acts 
14:23; Titus 1:5). 
The Collected Works of Watchman Nee, vol. 30,  The Normal  
Christian Church Life, pp. 164-165 (see also pp. 41-42, 100)

However,  an  apostle  is  not  a  pope.  If  we  read  the  New 
Testament  carefully,  we  shall  see  that  the  elders  are  not 
appointed  by  anyone  who  is  a  dictator  or  who  exercises 
autonomous authority. On the contrary, elders are appointed in 
the  way  of  life.  As  the  saints  in  a  particular  locality  meet 
together  to  worship  God  and  to  serve  the  Lord,  it  will  be 
manifested  that  certain  brothers  have  a  greater  degree  of 
maturity  than others.  Although no one will  be fully  mature, 
some will be comparatively mature. Not even in Philippians 3 
did Paul regard himself as matured in full. Because maturity is 
relative, the qualifications of an elder are not absolute. In other 
words, an elder’s qualifications are comparative. Among all the 
saints in a local church, certain brothers, by comparison, are 
more  qualified  and  mature  than  others.  These  brothers  are 
manifested as such before the eyes of the church, and all the 
saints  clearly  realize  that  these  are  the  ones  who should  be 
appointed elders. This appointment does not come either by a 
vote  of  the  congregation  or  by  the  exercise  of  autonomous 
authority. Instead, elders are selected according to the insight 
and foresight of the saints. Based upon the saints’ insight and 
foresight, the apostles then appoint certain ones to be elders. 
Life-study of 1 Timothy, p. 85

Shortly after 21 senior co-workers representing the Lord’s work in 
many parts of the earth called upon Titus Chu to repent of carrying 
out a work of dividing the Body, Titus moved to appoint 80 new 
elders in various localities in the Midwest and Great Lakes area. This 
exhibition of contempt for the headship of Christ expressed through 
the representative members of His Body was Titus Chu’s attempt to 
assert and consolidate his control over the churches in this area. The 
Columbus elders’ and the Mansfield new appointees’ actions to kick 
out those who will not follow Titus Chu’s way of division and who 
want to remain in the ministry that established these local churches 
reflects similar contempt for both the Head and the Body of Christ.



2. Financial control of full-time elders and workers. Titus retains 
financial  control over his “elders” who are “full-time” by keeping 
them financially  dependent  on him and his  work.  This  practice  is 
against the New Testament pattern and the ministry of Brother Nee 
and Brother Lee.

Of course, we realize that Peter had a group of co-workers 
with  him,  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. 
The Life and Way for the Practice of the Church Life, p. 108

Since  we  are  not  a  mission,  and  have  no  man-made 
organization, no headquarters, no centralization of funds, and 
consequently no distributing center, how can the needs of all 
our  fellow  workers  be  supplied?  This  question  has  been 
repeatedly put  to  me by interested brethren. The answer is 
this: all needs will be met if each one realizes his threefold 
financial responsibility—first, in regard to his personal family 
and needs; second, in regard to the needs of his work; and 
third, in regard to the needs of his fellow laborers. 
The Collected Works of Watchman Nee, vol. 30, p. 158

3. Control  of  the  church’s  finances. From  2003  to  September 
2006 the church in Columbus has sent $141,590, almost 25% of all 
the offerings received, to near-by churches for the work under Titus 
Chu’s  control.  Starting  in  October  2004,  the  base  amount  sent 
directly to Cleveland went up from $2,000 up to $3,000 each month. 
(Mansfield sends over $1,800 per month.) Such arrangements bear 
similarities  to  a  feudal  system  of  tribute,  in  which  the  local 
jurisdiction was taxed to fill the coffers of the feudal ‘lord,’ who then 
dispatched  loyal  lieutenants  supported  by  the  tribute  to  govern 
according to his wishes. 

The  Columbus  elders’  submission  to  Titus  Chu’s  requirements  to 
supply  his  work  with  $29,000-$49,000  a  year  has  damaged  the 
church in Columbus’ financial  stability  and resulted in the elders’ 
irresponsible borrowing to pay for both the interest on their loan and 



for  regular  monthly  expenses  such  as  utility  bills.  The  elders  in 
Columbus were appointed  by Titus Chu  and are intensely loyal  to 
him. This personal  loyalty  is  reinforced by financial  arrangements 
that send a substantial  portion of the offerings from the church in 
Columbus to support his work. Why is it  that the elders have not 
posted financial statements for the church in Columbus for the past 
two years?

Titus  Chu  and  those  promoting  his  ministry  have  spread  false 
accusations  that  the  local  churches  and  the  work  in  the  present 
recovery are a hierarchy with a headquarters, etc. However, a telling 
sign  of  a  hierarchy  is  centralized  financial  control.  Columbus’ 
financial records strongly point to the existence of a well-developed 
hierarchy under the leadership and work of Titus Chu. Even if some 
money comes  back to  Columbus,  the  way in which  it  is  handled 
strengthens Titus Chu’s control over the church here. This hierarchy 
with  centralized  financial  control  effectively  negates  the  “local 
administration” of the church here. It is indeed ironic that it is Titus 
Chu’s close co-worker and recent visitor to the church in Columbus, 
Nigel Tomes, who has falsely accused the co-workers of doing what 
only Titus himself has done, i.e., to build a hierarchy to control the 
churches. Just follow the money.
4. Isolation from the local churches around the earth. Titus Chu 
has  isolated  the  churches  under  his  control  from  the  rest  of  the 
churches by sowing evil  suspicions concerning those churches. He 
declares  that  the  churches  which  receive  the  ministry  he  once 
received  (but  not  his  ministry)  are  not  true  local  churches  but 
“ministry  churches.”  (Yet,  it  is  apparent  by  such  a  sectarian 
declaration  that  the  real  ministry  churches  are  his.)  Titus  Chu 
apparently believes, and would have the churches under his control 
believe,  that  the  vast  majority  of  the  churches  on  the  earth  have 
rejected his ministry because the co-workers are jealous of his gift. 
This  self-exalting  view  has  led  Titus  and  his  followers  to  act  as 
though  only  local  churches  that  receive  and  follow  Titus  Chu’s 
ministry are to be trusted. 

The elders in Columbus have followed Titus Chu to label the local 
churches  as  ministry  churches,  i.e.  not  genuine  local  churches, 
publicly declaring that they have no  defense to offer against those 
who would call us a “cult”! The elders in Columbus have also been 
led by Titus Chu into an abnormal and sectarian practice—cutting the 



church off from the fellowship of most of the other local churches. 
This practice is  promoted by the elders through their spreading of 
unfounded suspicions and accusations against genuine churches. This 
narrow  sectarianism  has  isolated  these  so-called  elders  and  their 
followers. The  local  churches  around  the  earth  have  not  cut  the 
church in  Columbus  off,  but  our  elders,  by sowing discord,  have 
convinced many that they have. It is the elders who are effectively 
cutting us off from the churches’ fellowship.

5. Isolation from the co-workers around the earth who are in a 
peaceful fellowship under the blessing of oneness (Ps. 133).  By 
suggesting that 63 co-workers from around the globe who pray and 
labor  in  one  accord  should  be  quarantined  and  by  poisoning  the 
minds of the saints in Columbus against these co-workers, the elders 
have cut the church in Columbus off from their rich supply and have 
greatly  overstepped  their  own  measure  in  Christ.  The  co-workers 
have not quarantined the church in Columbus. It is our elders who 
have  effectively  quarantined  us  from  the  co-workers’  ministering 
spirit.  Remember,  one  so-called  offense  of  the  saints  who  were 
excommunicated  from  the  church  in  Columbus  was  gathering  to 
listen to the ministry of the co-workers. 

6. Isolation by falsehoods. The isolation of the church in Columbus 
has been justified by falsehoods told to the church in Columbus by its 
elders. For  example,  the  elders  think the  co-workers’  fellowship 
concerning being restricted in one publication work in the ministry in 
the Lord’s recovery is  a requirement  placed on the saints  and the 
churches. In fact, the co-workers have strongly affirmed the opposite: 

…the  one  publication  should  not  become  the  basis  of  our 
accepting or rejecting any persons in the communion of faith or 
in the fellowship of the churches; it should not be insisted on as 
an item of the faith. If any are not inclined to be restricted in one 
publication, these ones are still our brothers; they are still in the 
genuine local churches.
Publication Work in the Lord’s Recovery, p. 9

Why have our elders told us otherwise?

In another example, the saints have also been told that Living Stream 
Ministry initiated and is  behind the actions being taken by the 23 
saints who protested their exclusion from the church in Columbus. 
This  is  false.  Without  hesitation,  however,  we  do  welcome 



fellowship  from the  churches,  saints  and co-workers  in  the Body. 
However,  it  can  be  stated  unequivocally  that  LSM  has  not  been 
involved. In addition, there has been no attempt to dictate any of our 
actions. The response of some of the co-workers, churches and saints 
in supporting us with prayer and fellowship is in the principle of the 
Body which we have practiced for all of our years in the recovery. 
We treasure this care.

A Deviation from the Proper Standing
When  the  elders’  “authority”  or  the  authority  of  an  “apostle” 
becomes the ground on which a church stands to receive believers, 
that church has deviated from the proper standing of the church and 
has become a divisive sect.  On page 67 of  The Normal Christian 
Church Life, Brother Nee  says:

If one or more churches are founded by a certain apostle, and that 
apostle exercises authority over them as belonging in a special 
sense to him or to his society, then those churches become sects, 
for they do not separate themselves from other Christians ... on 
the  ground of  difference of  locality,  but  on the  ground of  the 
difference of instrumentality of salvation.... [T]he churches over 
which  they  exercise  control  become  sects,  each  bearing  the 
particular characteristic of its leader instead of the characteristic 
of a local church.

Furthermore,  when  a  local  church  declares  its  own “standing”  as 
something unique and distinct from the general standing of all of the 
local churches in the Body of Christ, as has been done repeatedly in 
Columbus, this also indicates that the church has deviated from the 
proper standing. Titus Chu recognized this in 1989 when he signed a 
letter to the elders of the church in Anaheim who had made just such 
a statement. That letter said:

You  point  out  that  the  standing  of  the  church  in  Anaheim 
concerning the church is “the ground of the one Body of Christ.” 
By such a statement do you mean the ground of the oneness of 
the unique, universal Body of Christ expressed in each locality? 
If so, such a standing is common to all the local churches in the 
Lord’s recovery. Any other standing on this matter is a radical 
departure from the standing revealed in the New Testament and 
maintained in the Lord’s recovery through all the years.



Standing on the  ground of  the  oneness  of  the  Body of  Christ 
entails a number of matters related to the practice of the church 
life according to the way ordained by God and revealed in the 
New Testament. 

…[S]tanding on the ground of the oneness of the Body entails a 
consciousness of the whole Body and not only of the church in 
our locality.  Our oneness is not merely a matter  related to the 
locality  we  are  in,  as  your  phrase  “the  ground  of  oneness  in 
locality” would suggest,  but is rather the oneness of the entire 
Body of Christ expressed by all the local churches on the earth…

…[I]f we care for the building up of the Body as an organism and 
not for the building up of a congregation as an organization, and 
if  we are conscious of  the Body and have an earnest  care for 
other  churches  as  expressions  of  the  Body  and  not  merely  a 
consciousness of and concern for the situation in our own local 
church, we shall have an excellent relationship in fellowship with 
the other local churches.

Titus Chu has since violated and spoken against these principles 
which  he  himself  once  taught. He  has  openly  criticized  the  co-
workers for speaking concerning the feeling and consciousness of the 
Body. He has openly rejected the co-workers’ and the saints’ pleas 
that  he  bring  his  work  in  line  with  the  one  work  in  the  Lord’s 
recovery  to  build  up  the  Body  of  Christ.  His  work  has  become 
increasingly  destructive  and  divisive.  That  is  why the  co-workers 
have publicly warned the saints in the Lord’s recovery concerning his 
ministry. Today, the elders, in their loyalty to Titus Chu, have cut the 
church in  Columbus off  from fellowship  with  all  of  the  churches 
except those which are loyal to Titus Chu. This is sectarianism.

The Work in Kampala, Uganda—
An Example of the Divisive Standing of the Work 

under Titus Chu
Saints in Columbus and throughout this area have prayed and offered 
for over three years  in support  of a work being carried out under 
Titus Chu’s direction in Kampala, Uganda. We present recent events 
there as an illustration of the divisive standing now being taken in his 
work. 



In  August  2003  Tim and  Donna  Knoppe  and  Steve  and  Barbara 
Lietzau moved to Kampala, Uganda. After two years the Lord had 
gained a group of approximately 100 saints meeting as the church in 
Kampala, many of whom had paid a great price to take the way of 
the Lord’s recovery. They were raised up and nurtured through the 
ministry of Brother Nee and Brother Lee. The Knoppes and Lietzaus 
went to Kampala with the understanding that their going was being 
carried out in the fellowship among the co-workers in the one work 
for the Lord’s move. Tim was specifically told that the burden for 
Uganda had come out of a time of fellowship with the blending co-
workers. 

In June of 2005, Tim Knoppe learned that the work in Kampala had 
not been initiated and was not being carried out in coordination or 
fellowship  with  any  brothers  outside  of  Titus  Chu’s  inner  circle. 
During a visit to the U.S. in June 2005, Tim Knoppe asked Titus Chu 
directly,  “Brother,  did  you  have  fellowship  with  these  blending 
brothers about our going to Uganda?”  Titus Chu’s response was, “I 
don’t have to fellowship with those brothers.”  Tim said, “But you 
told me that you fellowshipped with those brothers. That is how I had 
a clear conscience to go there.” In July of 2005 Titus Chu asked Tim 
Knoppe to leave Kampala and move to Detroit.

Titus Chu then sent other workers to Kampala to change the direction 
of the work. The new workers set about to dismantle the church in 
Kampala. Financial support for the meeting hall of the church was 
dropped and the saints were divided into three groups.  The saints 
who were the most clear regarding the truths of the Lord’s recovery 
were  abandoned. Titus  Chu’s  workers  began to  carry  out  a  work 
separate and apart from the church there.

When one of the brothers in the eldership in Kampala expressed his 
desire  to  strengthen  the  oneness  of  the  church  by  having  the 
dispersed groups meet together frequently, he was rebuked by one of 
the elders in Columbus who was sent by the work to visit Kampala. 
In March 2006 the campus workers sent a letter to the elders of the 
church in Kampala announcing that they intended to continue their 
work in spite of the lack of harmony between the church and their 
work. The next day the elders in the church in Kampala wrote to 
Titus  Chu  asking  him  to  withdraw  his  workers  from  Kampala 
because the work they were doing was divisive.  Titus’ response to 
this letter was to send more workers to continue his work in Kampala 



against the fellowship of the church there. At this time Steve Lietzau 
also withdrew from the work over concerns that the work had been 
initiated under false pretenses and was a divisive factor in the church 
in Kampala. 

Recently, the leading ones in the church in Kampala have received 
much supply and edification by blending with workers from London, 
U.K. and the U.S. and with churches in other parts of Africa. This 
has strengthened their vision of the Lord’s recovery and the practice 
of the church life there. The divisive work of those sent to Kampala 
by Titus Chu also continues.  In spite of whatever positive reports 
they may send back to the saints, the fruit of their work is division. 

It is instructive that one of the Columbus elders, who insists that the 
saints  in  the  church  in  Columbus  obey  his  leadership,  so  easily 
dismissed the desire of the elders in the church in Kampala.

A Call to Stand for the Church in Columbus
We do not rejoice in bringing these matters to light. However, we 
must be faithful to make known to you what we see taking place in 
the church in Columbus, in nearby churches, and in the work which 
so many of our offerings have unknowingly supported. 

We ask you to prayerfully consider these matters and we 
welcome your fellowship and participation in returning to: 
1)  the  proper  and  genuine  ground  of  the  church,  the 
ground  of  the  oneness  of  the  Body  of  Christ;  2)  the 
common  fellowship  with  all  the  local  churches  in  the 
Lord’s  recovery  on  the  earth;  3)  a  church  life  without 
wrongful  and  authoritarian  demands  for  obedience  and 
money;  and  4)  the  shepherding  ministry  of  many  co-
working  brothers  who are  faithful  to  the  Lord’s  unique 
ministry in His recovery and to the vision of this age.
May the Lord strengthen and bless His recovery!
Keith Kneidel Gibson Lao Jefferson Lao
Zhong Yuan Li Inho Song Richard Steele
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Daniel Yap
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