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AFFIDAVIT 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 

We, Richard and Frances Rawe, swear to the statements below which took place when we were 

Jehovah’s Witnesses. Many of our recollections are facts based upon written documents and tape 

recordings.  

The “elder” arrangement began in Jehovah’s Witnesses congregations around the world starting 

in October 1972. As congregation servant of the Ephrata, Washington Congregation, I, Richard Rawe, 

upon instructions from the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society of New York, one of the corporate arms 

of the Jehovah’s Witness faith, was to recommend to them any local Witness men for appointment to 

the position of “elder.” In the Ephrata Congregation there were five men who I would not recommend 

because of what I believed was a lack of spirituality on the part of some of these men, or misconduct 

and corruption on the part of others who had caused many problems to us and the congregation for 

years. 

However, the congregation servant and his assistants in the Moses Lake, WA Congregation 

endorsed these same men who I would not recommend. In all probability it was because these men 

were friends and relatives of those who endorsed them in the Moses Lake Congregation. Soon, to my 

surprise and dismay, the Watchtower Society went ahead and appointed each of these five men to the 

position of elder.  

When hearing rumors about the situation in the Ephrata Congregation, a friend of ours, also one 

of Jehovah’s Witness, came to visit us to find out what was going on. He was a wealthy and very 

prominent businessman here in Washington State. After looking at hundreds of pages of documentation 

and listening to hours of tape recordings, this well-known Witness phoned Grant Suiter, Secretary 
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Treasurer of the Watchtower Society, from our home. In order that we could hear the conversation, he 

turned on the speaker phone mechanism.  

Our friend began the conversation with Suiter. He said, “Grant, I told you years ago that if you 

ran a tight ship, I would financially support you. Evidence is accumulating that things are going amiss.” 

He then referred to some incidents that had come to his notice in places in North America where the 

Watchtower Society had sent him and his wife to engage in the ministry of Jehovah’s Witnesses, called, 

“pioneering.” 

During the phone conversation, we heard Grant Suiter say: “Have the Rawes write a report of all 

the things that had happened to them but not to include anything that cannot be verified several 

different ways.” Suiter assured the caller that he would give instructions for a committee to be formed 

to investigate matters. 

We drafted a lengthy report outlining seventy different offences including a large number of 

offences these five men had committed which we believed were worthy of disfellowshipping. The 

names we submitted in that report were: George and David Holland, Alex Litzenburg, James Monroe, 

and Orville Schempp. Several days after sending in the requested report to headquarters, we found out 

that Suiter did not see to it that a neutral committee was appointed to investigate our charges. Rather, 

he gave our report to the department which had oversight of all Witness congregations in the United 

States—the Service Department, which, we learned later, had our report sent back to the Ephrata, 

Washington elders with the request to “handle the matter.” Without even investigating, the five corrupt 

elders said our charges were not true and subsequently disfellowshipped us for lying—my wife in July of 

1975 and me in September 1975.  We appealed that decision to Watchtower headquarters.  

The appeal hearing for both of us took place in February-April in 1976, one day each week for 

thirteen weeks. The appeal committee, composed of Carl Krautheim, Ray Waln and David Johnson, were 
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from the Wenatchee, Washington area. Upon instructions from the appeal committee, after each day’s 

meeting we wrote a report about what had transpired and gave it to them for editing. Then we’d receive 

it back for correcting and each week the appeal committee sent their “report” to headquarters 

explaining what “charges” had been heard that week; who the witnesses were; other supporting 

evidence, and whether the allegations considered at that meeting did have “substance” to them— 

“substance” being the key word which the appeal committee was instructed to use if they found each 

allegation to be true. 

We understood at the beginning of the appeal hearing that we had to prove every one of the 

seventy charges before the three-man appeal committee would disallow our disfellowshippings. To 

make it difficult for us to prove our accusations, the five Ephrata elders called the Watchtower’s Service 

Department to ask that the tape recordings we introduced as evidence not be allowed. That request was 

granted.  

At any rate, even without using our tape recordings, we were able to prove to the appeal 

committee that these men, who supposedly were “appointed by Holy Spirit,” were absolute liars. At one 

point, the appeal committee asked them, “How can you accuse the Rawes of lying when they have 

proved beyond question that you five are the liars?” The elders replied, “Because we are elders and they 

aren’t” meaning because they were appointed by Holy Spirit they could say whatever they wanted to 

even if it was a lie. 

After the hearing was over, the appeal committee found each of the seventy allegations to have 

substance, so therefore they “disallowed” our disfellowshipping.  

Since the Ephrata elders had notified many congregations in Washington State about our 

disfellowshipping, the appeal committee instructed them to send a letter to each of these congregations 

notifying them that the appeal committee had reversed our disfellowshippings and that they should 
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never have happened. However, the Ephrata elders inferred in their letter that the disfellowshippings 

were only disallowed because of “technical grounds,” which statement the appeal committee forced 

them to correct. 

During the next six months we pushed for the disfellowshippings of the five elders. We 

individually went to visit each of the five elders, not once, but twice to talk about the situation. We 

made sure to take along another person the second time. This is how we followed step one and two of 

the three-step Bible commandment for settling difficulties with a brother as outlined in the book of 

Matthew, the 18th chapter. Accordingly, we wanted the Watchtower to appoint a committee to take 

step three.  

Since the Governing Body had been shown absolute proof that the five Ephrata elders lied and 

showed no repentance, but continued to justify their crimes, it became apparent the charges we 

originally made must be dealt with; therefore, the Service Department, who represented the Governing 

Body, wrote a letter to us in the summer of 1977 acknowledging that each charge was definitely 

substantiated.  However, in their view, they didn’t believe any further action was necessary.  In other 

words, they did not agree that disfellowshipping action against the five elders was necessary. 

By this action, it was obvious to us that if the Governing Body would have permitted further 

investigation of the five elders leading to disfellowshipping, they would be admitting, and others would 

have realized, there was no Holy Spirit involved in appointing elders, but they alone were responsible for 

any mistakes made.  Thus, under these circumstances, it was impossible for us to receive fair dealing in 

this matter. 

Later, a former Governing Body member told us that the assignment to evaluate our case and 

make a decision based on the Governing Body’s polices went to David Olsen in the Service Department. 
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Therefore, it was David Olsen who wrote us the letter from Watchtower about their decision to not 

disfellowship the five elders. Incidentally, Olsen is supposedly a distant relative of ours.  

In the summer of 1976, one of the five Ephrata elders came to us expressing his sorrow and 

maintaining a desire to repent but said he needed to get approval from the other four elders after which 

he would get back to us. It’s been thirty years and we’re still waiting.  

There were many Jehovah’s Witnesses in congregations in Washington who wanted to know 

what was going to happen to the five elders? And they also asked the Circuit Overseer, Brother Smith, 

“What are you going to do with those wicked elders?” So Smith called headquarters and asked what 

should he do about the Rawes who won’t let sleeping dogs lie?  However, we weren’t stirring the pot; 

we weren’t the agitators as Watchtower was led to believe.  

To settle down the situation, Watchtower recommended to Smith that he form a committee to 

hear charges against us. Soon, three men from three different Washington congregations met in Grand 

Coulee, WA. The former appeal committee was there too, plus as many as thirty-five witnesses of the 

situation we had encountered in the Ephrata Congregation came to testify in our behalf. For this new 

hearing, the charges against us were the same as in 1975, which were the seventy charges we accused 

the five elders of were all lies.  

It was on October 31, 1977 that we, and our thirty-five eye-witnesses, plus, the five-member 

appeal committee who came to testify in our behalf, arrived early at the Grand Coulee Kingdom Hall. We 

knew the newly appointed committee actually had orders to disfellowship us, but when they arrived and 

saw all the people with us, it forced them to hear testimony which was something they really didn’t 

want to do. Usually, a decision in circumstances such as ours is arrived at the same day, but this 

committee decided to meet again in May of 1978 and they invited us and our eye-witnesses-to-evil to 
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attend. Inasmuch as all of us believed there would be no impartiality shown to us and that our 

testimony would be used against us, we chose not to be there to hear the decision.   

In May of 1978, we heard we had been disfellowshipped again for lying about what had 

happened back in previous years, and for stirring up trouble by trying to explain why the five elders had 

not been disfellowhipped after our first disfellowshipping had been disallowed.  (Incidentally, this 

committee did not meet with the five Ephrata elders.) We did not appeal the second disfellowshipping 

ruling because it was apparent that there would be no justice exercised in our behalf. 

It was after our second disfellowshipping in 1978 that our Witness businessman friend told us 

he had traveled to Watchtower headquarters to meet with Harley Miller, the head of the Service 

Department Committee.   Once there, he retrieved a copy of his will and told Miller the Watchtower 

Society would not receive any money upon his death because of the way the severe problems our family 

had gone through were handled by the Watchtower organization. However, he continued to send them 

large donations for the worldwide ministry work, which money was tax deductible, until 1981 because, 

at that time, both he and his wife left the religion.  

Incidentally, before our wealthy confident removed himself from the Watchtower organization, 

each year in March, from 1976-1980, after paying his personal taxes, he would share with us the 

cancelled check which showed the amount of money he donated to the Watchtower the previous year.  

The amounts written on the checks varied, but we saw that they were always higher than $500,000.   

Also, every year for those five years, our friend showed us the cancelled checks for money which 

he gave as gifts to each one of the three corporate officers of the Watch Tower Bible and Tract Society. 

The names on the cancelled checks were: Nathan H. Knorr, President; Fredrick W. Franz, Vice-President, 

and Grant Suiter, Secretary-Treasurer.  The amounts varied depending on how much profit he generated 
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in his business the previous year. We remember checks for the amount of $20,000 for Knorr, $14,000 for 

Franz and $7,000 for Suiter.    

At least ten members of the Governing Body have died since the time of our first 

disfellowshipping including Knorr, Franz and Suiter, whose organizational policies we believe were the 

ones most responsible for the life-altering, unjust way we were treated. We may not know all the details 

of the matter, nor may we have done all things perfectly, but we are confident that the Supreme Judge 

will have all the facts correct and render a just decision. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

 
 


