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WHICH IS SCRIPTURAL?

President Elbert Smith declares that the First Presi-

dency is part of the “organic structure of the Church.”

That being true, we shall expeet something from the

organic law of the Church to sustain his ¢ontention.

The brother parades the “forward march” of the

Church under the First Presidency. Probably it would

have been as -well to soft pedal that assertion in view

of our historic past while under the marching orders

-of the First Presidency.

Who was it that led the Church into the changing of
her name in 1834 to that of “The Church of the Latter
Day Saints,” removing the name of Christ entirely?
Who was it that marshalled, equipped, and led the Mis-
souri.army in their fanatical attempt to recover their
lands, only to experience a disastrous defeat? a defeat
from which the Church never recovered.

Who was it that led in the sacrilegious work of
-changing and altering the revelations as published in
the Star and the Book of Commandments? Who was
it that foisted that so called Book of Abraham bur-
lesque on the world with its miserable doctrine of
many Gods, furnishing Utah with a foundation for its
faith? - Who was it that encouraged the taking of the
‘“Covenant of Avenge” and that played a prominent
part in the Daughters of Zion, otherwise known as the
Danites? - Let the First Presidency make answer,

‘The march from Independence to Missouri was any-
thing but a “forward march,” ending as it did in the
expulsion of the Church from Missouri and Nauvoo.
For the sake of charity we owe to our commeon dead,
we shall Torbear mentioning the dastardly deeds, and
apostate teachings developed in the period extending
from 1838 to 1844, And all this was encouraged under
the eve -of the “forward march” of the Presidency.
We have no defense to make of that defenseless past
that ruined the Church, scattering her sons to the four
wirds, and all resultant of the blighting doctrines in-
troduced under the regime of a First Presidency.
There is no othor argument needed to silence forever
~any plea for a First Presidency with its assumed su-
periority of supreme directional control. . There are
some who would like to efface the errors of the First
Presidency inerasably engraven on every milestone
{rom 1834 to 1844. .That sentimental stuff that would
fanfare a triumphal reception to that scriptureless or-
der of a First Presidency, on the presumed ignorance
of the people, will not be appreciated by the student of
history.

~ Our brother states that bishops and deacons are only
“vanuely ind’cated in the New Testament.” Well, even
at that, they find an honorable plaee in that Book of

books, a distinction the First Presidency has never
been able to secure. It is well understood that the of-
ficz of a deacon is the least of all the offices in the
Chureh of Christ, and surely if a seat in the New Tes-

tament is reserved for such an office, how much more
easy should it be to find a pew for a First Presidency,
if such an office ever had any official existence. Judged
by its present. distinction, we ought to find several
richly upholstered box reservations. But go where we
will, whether to the “gods,” or the orchestral “pit,”
there is nothing vacant for a First Presidency. ’
In the estimation of the Reorganization the quorum
of the First Presidency is such a monstrous affair that
nothing of importance can transpire in the Church
that the quorum is not advised of, and actively inter-
ested in. The press is full'of it, and the sermons are
saturated with it. Yet when we come to the Book of
Mormon and the Bible, these divinely approved records
containing “the fullness of the Gospel” in an honest ef-
fort to locate a supreme directional controlling First
Presidency, we are hopelessly repulsed with an omi-
nous silence. And that silence eovers a period of 4,100
years. ‘ ‘
In his efforts to dig up a First Presidency our
brother goes back to the administration of the Law of
Moses. He tells us that Alma was a “High priest over
the Church,” and that he “did baptize his brethren,”
and that he “ordained priests and elders to preside
and watch over the Church.” Alma 8:3, 4;4:1.. In
all this our visionary brother sees a First Presidency
endowed of course with those extraordinary powers of
5. D. C. so tenaciously contended for by the Presidency
of the Reorganization.

Unfortunately however the above says nothing about
a First Presidency. .The work done by Alma was such
as could have been done by any ordinary elder holding
presiding authority in branch, field, or district:
. Later on, there was placed upon Alma the office of
Chief Judge.. 'This was an office of state. It was con-
Terred by the people in an election, and must not be
confounded with that of his office of high priest pre-
viously placed upen him.  Mosiah 13; 54-65. Conecern-
ing this dual poesition; that of an officer of state, and a
high priest in the Chureh, our brother tells us that
“this is strikingly in aceord with -modern revelation to
the First Presidency.” -Again he says, “We find Alma
as President of the church doing about what the Proesi-
dent of the Church is told to do in the revelations
throueh Joseph Smith.”” What, would he have us be-
lieve that Pres. Smith should also béan officer of state,
the chief judge, the president of the nation? Is thisa
veiled revival of that delusion that inspired his grand-
father to accept nomination for the Presidency of the
United States, and for which the twelve apostles were
sent out to electioneer? These facts are so patent to
thed student of history that questioning will noet be
made. ' ,

The Book of Mormon student will not fail to observe

that: the references pointed out by our brother are
taken from that part of the Book of Mormon where
the law of Moses was aperative.: “And they were strict
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in observing the ordinances of God, according to the
law of Moses; for they were taught to keep the law of
Moses until it should be fulfilled.” Alma 16: 4.

Under the Mosaic administration one may find many

things that were later discarded when the apostolic.

administration came into operation. Slavery, burnt of-
ferings, circumcision, feast days and Sabbath days
were rigidly enforeed until “the times of the reforma-
tion,” when an apostolic administration took charge of
affairs. With the passing of the old law there was nec-
essarily a passing of a portion of the cfficial adminis-
tration. “For the priesthood being changed there is
made of necessity a change also of the law.” Heb, 7: 12,

If our broether had gone to the New Testament part
of the Book of Mormon, he would have found some-
thing applicable to the christian dispensation. The
ministry called into general charge of ths Church was
apostolic in charaeter, and nowhere did it ever provide
for a First Presidency. The following from the Book
of Mormon is pertinent to the question:

“And it came to pass that when Jesus had said these

“words, he perceived that there were some among them
who marveled and wondered what he would concern-
ing the law of Moses; for they understood not the say-
ing, that old things had passed away, ard that all
things had become new. And he said unto them, Mar-
vel not that I said unto you, that old things had passed
away, and that all things had become new. Behold 1
say unto you, that the law is fulfilled that was eiven
gngofiMoses. . . . therefore, it hath an end.” 3 Nephi

. 0.

Following the appearance of the Lord amongst his
disciples, the administration of the CHurch was com-
mitted to the “Twelve” whom Jesus had chosen.—*“And
now it came to pass that when Jesus had spoken these
words, he looked upon the twelve whom he had chosen,
and said unto them, Remember the words which I have
spoken. For behold, ye are they whom I have chosen
to minister unto this pcople.” 3 Nephi 6: 1-2. See also
pages 633, 635, 650, 651, 652,

We are told that the Mosaic economy was a ‘“shadow
of gocd things to come.” Just so! And who did Moses
himself foreshadow? A president??? Let the serip-
tures answer:

“For Moses truly said unto the fathers, A prophet
shall the Lord your God raise up unto you of your
brethren, like unte me; him shall ye hear in all things
whatsoever he shall say unto you. . . . Unto you first
God, having raised up his Son Jesus, sent him to bless
you, in turning away every one of you from his inigui-
ties.” Acts 3:22 26.

Jesus ‘Christ 'was the substance foreshadowed. by
Moses; he, only. And be it rem~mbered th at Jesus was
no president ; he was ‘“The Lord of life and glory.”

It is true that Jesus was part of that trinity that
rules the universe, known nst as a presidency, but as
the Godhcad. Of this, a leading elder said to me a
short while ago that in order to preserve this divine
fitness it was necessary to have a first presidency of
three who might occupy as God in the Church. What
blasphemy! How ignorant that eld r of the prophecy
indicating that just such a condition that would arise
in the Church. Note the following. unerring prophecy:

“Let no man deceive you by any means; for that day
shall not eome, except there com~ -a falling away first,
and that MAN OF SIN be revealed, the son of perdi-
tion; who opposeth and exalteth HIMSELF above all
that is ealled God, or that is worshipped; so-that he as

GOD sitteth in the temple of God, showing HIMSELFE
that HE is god.” 2 Thes. 2: 3, 4. .

This prophecy was first demonstrated in the eleva-
tion . of the Papacy to the exalted position of Supreme
Head of the Church—S. D. C. and is again fulfilled in
the elevation of the latter day First Presidency to the
position of supreme director and controller—8. D, C.
And now that the elders of the Reorganized Church are
coming out boldly acelaiming the necessity of having
a three on earth the same as the three in Heaven,
there is no longer any questioning as to-who the latter
day “M=an of Sin” is. ‘
. If a fitness of the heavenly is neeessary, we have it
clearly stated as to who the trinity in Heaven repre-
sent:

“For there are three that bear record in heaven, the

Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghost; and these three

are one. And there are three that bear witness on
earth, the Spirit, and the Water, and the blood; and
these three agree in one.” 1 John 5:17, 8.

Here then, is the presidency on earth, if we may be
excused in using so profane a word to express it. It
was the SPIRIT, the WATER and the BLOOD.

The Spirit was sent to take the place of Christ, of
which he often spake: “It is expedient for yoeu that. I
go away; for if 1 go not away the comforter will not
come unto you; but if I depart, T will send him tinto
you. And when HE is come, he will reprove the world
of sin, and of righteousness, and of judgment: . . .
Howbeit when he, the spirit of truth, is come, HE will
guide you into all truth: for he shall not speak of him-
self ; but whatsozvef he shall hecar, that shall he speak;
and he will show you things to come.”

Ah yes, the Church of Christ is precious, and its sa-
cred treasury must not be exposed to the pilfering of ~
a Godless generation, Christ Jesus the Lord, is still
Head of the Church and is present with the Body
through the power and operation of the Holy Spirit,
and it ill becomes any man to assume the prerogatives
of Him who spoke as never man spake: “And he is the
head of the body of the church; who is the beginning,
the firstborn from the dead; that in all things He might
have the preeminence.” Col. 1:18.

Our brother quotes the circumstance of Peter, James
and John going up into a4 mountain with the Lord as
a sure proof that they were a first presidency. Yes; and
a leading advocate in cont~nding for the claims of
Mary Eddy to chureh leadership, set forth the cireum-
stanece of Jesus talking with the woman at the well, as
proof .positive that woman leadership was thereby de-
sioned. It is remarkable what some people will see in
alittle prayer meeting on the mountain side. But what
about Moses and Elias who were also in that mountain
eathering?  Were they-also a part of that Presideney?
There is no limit to the number they are liable fo set
over us as Heads. Tn the early days of the church they
had SEVEN HEADS. Note the following:

“President Joseph -Smith then introduced Oliver
Cowd-ry, Joseph Smith, Sen., Hyrum Smith and John
Smith for assistant 'Counselors,. these last four. to-
gether with the first three. are to-be considered the
HEADS OF THE CHURCH.” Sept. 3, 1837. Millen-
nial Star 16:56. Rather a Smithy head! E

There is considerable said in the prophecies about a
certain nondescript -animal having seven heads, but it
would be sacrilegious to -suggest that this is what
prompted the latter day inspiration that would put
seven heads over-us. But-then it only shows how fickle
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this presidency of THREE is.- The Reorganization has
been tnder the ‘dominion of only two men, up to a
short while ago. © -

“Again our brother télls us that three of the dlsclples
were taken into thie garden to  watch-whilst: Jesus
prayed Yes, and they all went sound:asleep... Prob-
ably in this respect a: very fitting representatmn of the
First Presidency.

Our brother next urges the conference at Jerusalem
as affording evidence of a First Presidency. He failed
to quote the scripture however which states in no less
than five places that it was a conference of the “apos-
to the church lt came from ‘“the apostles and elders
tles ‘and elders.” See ‘Acts 15: 2, 4,:6,:22,°26. When
that conference delivered mdgment tha‘c brought peace
. with the whole church.”  See vs:/22723. Now if there
was ‘a First Presidency there, ‘Withf its supreme di-
rectional power the text should have stated that

judgment emanated from thé ““First Presidency, to-
gether with the Twelve and the Elders,” or possibly
there would have been no mention of the elders or the
apostles.  Rather from the First Presidency as a
“WORD OF INSPIRATION.” =
Yes it is true that Paul alludes to James, Cephas,
and John, “who seemed to be pillars.” And of course
the am:lent way of spelling P-R-E-S-1-D-E-N-C-Y was
P-LL-L-A -R-S. Wonderful!!! But how was it that if
those three men were occupying the distinguished posi-
tion of the First Presidency that Paul was not more
ce’rtam about it? To him they only “seemed to be pil-
lars”

It will be interesting to récall that the same Paul in
alluding to the quorum of ‘the Twelve places them in
a more responsible position. ‘He saw them as the very
foundation of the church. “And ye are built upon the
foundation of the apostles and prophets, Jesus Christ
himself being ‘the -chief-corner stone.” Eph.- 2:.26.

If the First Presidency are to have place in the

If the brother had been anxious to give us the Whole
truth about the matter he would have informed us that
the above paragraph did not appear in the revelation
as first given. Any one may determine this by turning
to the Book of Commmandments Chap. 6. The Book of
Commandments was first given to the world in 1833,
whereas the Book of ‘Doctrine and Covenants did not
make its appearance. until five years. a.fter the Church
was organized, in 1835,

Perhaps the brother will now be willing to explain
why that revelation was changed. Was it God who
changed His own word, or was it the work of man? If
it was God who changed it, we shall beglad-to be in-
formed as to when it was that the Almighty repealed
that statute of the ages, “I am the Lord, I change not.”

Or if it was mere man who altered the revelatlon, ‘then

pray tell us what value does an altered, amended reve-
lation carry in the eyes of intelligent people"

Isthis the best the Presidency ean do to sustain their
scriptural calling, quote from an altered, mutilated
revelation?? )

The strongest proof presented by our brother for the
First Presidency is reserved for the “last wild charge!”
D. C. 104: 11, 42. It would have been disastrously il-
luminative. if he had told us that this revelation was
not given until after March 28 1835, .

The first Presidency had a.lready been set up, and
how it got there is the mystery. . Joseph Smith had
been previeusly ordained to that office Jan. 25, 1832, at
a Conference at Amherst, Ohio, which does not give
any evidence in itself of. bemg a .general conference.
There was no previous revelation calling him to that
any information as to Whether the conference at Am-
herst ever acted.on.a resolutlon purporting to be a
revelation sanctioning the call of J oseph Smith. Prob-
ably that was why Joseph, perceiving the 1mpropr1ety
of the.transaction, met with a “Council” three months

Church compatible with their supreme controling dig- #later, and was by them acknowledged in the ofﬁce: to

nity, they should be located somewhere beneath the
fourdation, as the very bedrock. But somehow or
other the apestle overlooked noting that matter.

Our brother assails those who would doubt the reve-
lations in the Doctrine and Covenants, declaring it will
Jead-to rejecting the Bible and the Book of Mormeon.
If that is his estimate of the impregnable strength but-
trossing 'the Reeord of the Nephites and the Record of
the Jews, that his faith in‘those tw 285e5 - of: the
Ages could be shattered because™
exzetme' in eertain of the latter-da;
we would advise him to dig deeper; and he:will no
ionge; vicw them as being located “in the misty past.”

~If his reverence for the Doctriie and Covenants is so
great, it will be interestingto have him: explain why it
was that a few years ago Walter W, Sniith waited upon
1 wamum of Twelve with & proposvd to'drop 8ome
eleven scetions from that book: It ‘was ‘then recog-
nized that the said Walter was se¥#ving a¢ the hench-
mwian of* the Plesldenev, or ‘at 'least of the President.
This information ¢omes to e froni one of fhé numer-
ous axed-apostles belonging to the Reorganized Chuich,
who will doubtless commlt ’fo' “ertmg hIS ohserv 1
in the near future.- ¢ =
 Ourbrother ﬁnaﬁ} Iocates a Fir, Presldeney in Doc
and Cov. 7: 2.—*1 will make thee' (Peter) ‘to minister
wfo” i (John) and for’ thy brother James: and upon
you
mzmstry untit I conre”

Vélations, then

hree 1 will give thls poWez and 3 ~ thls “First'Pre ; ;
N it znweﬁtgatlonfrxet h’ither% made::

which hehad been prevmusly ordamed ~ This was.
at Independence, - ¢

:/The revelation, however that gave birth to the ¥
Pre31deney was not-given until three years and twi
months after the ordmation of Joseph Smith at Am-
herst, Ohio. -

If the First Premdeney is the head of the Church

then -we have the gruesome. spectacle of the. Church :

being born withouta: head:;- Certainly the history cov-
ering the introduction-ofi the ;First Presidency into the
Church is a very entangling affair. We wish that John
Whitmer, the God appointed historian, had said some-
thing about that important event in- “his very interest-
ing record, a copy of which lies before us. Was it too
small for’ hlm to notice, or did the event reaﬂy take
p}ace‘? ‘We wonder! .

In conelusion;-let me say ‘that. the Church of Chris’c
stands for the xevelatlons in their original form inas-
much as they-agree with .the Bible and the Book. of
Mormon m pmnclple end in tl uth,”

amel Mmgreger

: “WH¥ a Fn'st Presxdency in the Church"” S

Under the aboveeaption, in The: Swints’ Hemld tor
November 25, one of the Editors endeavors to enh
doubtmgrx n’;mds m reference to this

tand
eleped onie doeb ]

|
.
§
\s
.
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in accepting the gospel he accepted the church that
brought it to him, with all that pertained to it. But
some questions were asked in Zion’s Advocate, Vol. 2,
No. 6, page 4, relative to the silence of the New Testa-
ment and Book of Mormon on the subject, which he
could not answer, and which the above mentioned edi-
torial also fails to answer. The writer is still open to
the reception of light. The fact that some of the first
revelations to the church were changed from the way
they were first published, so as to make provision for a
first presidency, presents an obstacle that is hard for
some to get over. This logically places such revelations
at a discredit, as also all later revelations supporting
the changes made. Under these conditions the Bible
and Book of Mormon must be our standards of appeal.

Reference is made to the Doctrine and Covenants to
support the necessity for a First Presidency, and tak-
ing the book as a whole, with those changed revela-
tions, there is no trouble proving the contention. But
there are those changes facing us all the time, making
it all the more necessary to rely on that which is writ-
ten in the two standard books of the church. Hence we
are especially interested in the citations to the Bible
and Book of Mormon.

We are referred to Num. 11:16, 17, and to Exodus
24: 14, 15, to prove there was a presidency in the Mo-
saic economy. And while these particular passages
seem to indicate that two men were closely associated
with ‘Moses upon two oceasions, they do not prove that
the three composed a First Presidency. That is mere
inference. If there was a First Presidency -at that
time, what became of it at Moses” death? If it is an-
swered that with the taking of Moses God :also teok
the high priesthood away (and hence the presidency of

the high priesthood) —be careful—for the Herald Edi-

tor contends that there was a First Presidency in the

church among the Nephites after the death of Meses,

and prior to the coming of Christ. How could there be
a First Presidency if the high priesthood did not exist
_on earth? And if it was among the Nephites, how did
" they -get it, seeing their ancestors were with Israel
when God took Moses and the “holy priesthood out of
their midst”? See D. C. 83:4. So to be ¢consistent the
Editor should be able to show a First Presidency all
along the line down to Christ among the Israelites, as
well as among the Nephites which he assumes.: We
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should not lose sight of the fact that Moses was a mili-
tary as well as a spiritual leader. He was raised up
expressly to lead Israel out of bondage into the land
whieh God had given their fathers. Moses did not live
to. see the task finished. . But after they were settled
in the land, conditions of government and leadership
were greatly changed. We find no more such leaders
or rulers as was Moses, but government by a system
of Judges; that was God’s plan.

A sentimental appeal is: made to the work of the
late President Joseph Smith as evidence of God’s ap-
proval of a First Pres‘doney. ~All will agree that he
was a great-and a good man, and that God blessed him;
But: God blessed David and Solomon. Does that prove
that God approved of a monarchal form of govern-
ment? The logic would be just as applicable in one in-
stance as the other. The fact is the people rejected
Ged from reigning over them; and wanted a king. God

told Samuel to warn them of the results of their choos-

ing, but-they insisted in having their own way, and
God permitted it. Read 1 Sam. 18:7, 10-22. After
that, God gave them revelations appointing and remov-
ing kings, although it was not according to his origi-
nal design of government. He blest them to the extent
that he could, considering the remote distance from
him to which they had removed themselves. It is thus
in every dispensation. But it does not show that God
approves of all that they may have entered into. But
it does, on tho other hand, prove the wonderful love
and mercy of God toward his wayward children. He
met them on the ground of their choosing, but not to
bless them as-he would have done had they adhered {o
the plan he gave them. They were farther away from
God by reason of the choice they hed made; but that
was not- God’s fault. And now some of ug (dﬂubters)

.are wondering-if it is possible that in this last dispen-

sation history has repeated itself. This from the stand-
point of .an inguirer.

In his attempt to prove a First Presideney by the
New Testament, the Editor makes the mistake that is
usually made by elders of the Reorganization. Refor-
rine to the account of the transfiguration (Matt, 17:
1-4). and of Christ’s acony in the garden (Matt. 26:
36-38), where in each instanee Peter, James, and John
are mentioned as being especially chosen to be with the
Lord; he adds: -

“After Christ’s departure these three appf\ared asin
charge to speak for the chureh.”

Then he quotes the following: ,

“Ard when James, Cephas and John, who seemed to
be pillars, pereewed the graco that was given unto me,
they gave to me and Barnabas the right hand of fel-
lowship: should oo unto tha heathen, and: they
unto the circumeision.” | l 2:9,

- -Again he says:

“At -a time of grave. crises one of these men; James
gave a-decision-in council cxactly as.one member of the

‘presidency mizht speak for the entire quorum:’

‘Wherefore my sentence is that we trouble not them
which from among the Gentiles are tumed unto God.
Acts15:19.

Now the James 1eferred to in these two cxtatxons
could not have been the same James who with Peter
and John were so often referred to as being especially
close to their Lord, for this reason: Aets 12: 1, 2, says:

“Now about that time Herod the king: strotch d forth
his hands to vex certain of the church. And he kllled
James the brother of John with the swor
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This was in A. D. 44., which was eight years before
the council at Jerusalem in which one James expressed
his sentence. This was A. D. 52,  And it was fourteen
years. after the death of James, the brother of John
(the son of Zebedee, and who was with Jesus), when a
“James, Cephas and John” gave Paul and Barnabas the
right hand of fellowship, which was in A. D. 58, ac-
cording -to our. Bible chronology. The James men-
tioned in Acts 15: 19, and in Gal. 2: 9, no doubt, was
Jdames, the Lord’s brother. See Gal. 1:19. Too bad
to spoil a pleasing theory, but theories should not be
accepted when eontrary to proven facts.

James was not the only one to express an opinion
in that Jerusalem council, for Peter, Paul and Barna-
bas are also mentioned as expressing themselves.
James joined in with them. And further, there is
nothing to indicate that this was a council of the First
Presidency, or a joint council of the presidency and
twelve, but rather a council of the “apostles and eld-
ers.” Acts 15:2, 4. It was these who were appealed
to, and these were those who sat on the council. How-
ever, we should note that in this same chapter there is
mention made of “prophets,” but these were “Judas
and Silas,” not Peter and James, and did not belong to
a First Presidency. See Verse 32,

And so far as “James, Cephas and John” being a
first pre31dency, we had just as well assume that they
were a “committee” on church government. One as-
sumption is as good as the other. We fail to see where
there is any foundation in fact for either. h

It is-hard for us to give up this long cherished be-
lief, but if there is anything outside the Doctrine and
Covenants to support, by positive evidence, tuec belief
in a first presidency, it is yet to be produced. We are
still open to the reception of light, and still inquiring
“Why?” H. E. Moler.

VIR, WS-

Church at Council Bluffs

A church consisting of twenty-five members has been
organized at Council Bluffs, Iowa, where Bro. Mac-
gregor has been laboring recently. Elder Chas. Put-
nam is pastor, Elder M. A. Smith being associated with
him. William T. Faye is secretary, and Sr. Charlotte
Dryden is treasurer.’

The Sunday sechool is in charge of Louisa Thomas as
superintendent, Melvina Richieson, secretary, and Sr.
M. A. Smith, treasurer.

May we be co-laborers together with God.

e

Ingathering in the East
Bro. J. D. Suttell sends in seven names from one
point, and among the number is an elder, a priest, and
a teacer. We hope to hear that these good people or-
anize themselves and hold regular services to encour-
age one another, and offer a church home for others
who might become cold and indifferent without the

help that association and service affords.
[NV WS——

Mission in St. Louis
Brn. C. L. Wheaton and E. K. Patterson have been
laboring in St. Leuis. Three baptisms to date, with
prospects of others in the near future, The people at-
tending manifest their interest by the questions asked,
and the invitations to the mlssmnames to visit and taIk
with them. T

THE TEMPLE LOT, WHERE?

The Temple Lot is a portion of a tract of land con-
sisting of 63 acres that was purchased by the church
in -1832. The Temple Lot comprises something like
two and one half or about three acres, and is the high-
est part-of the tract: It is referred to in section 57:1,
of Doctrine and Covenants, as follows:

“And the spot for the temple is lying westward upon
a lot which is not far from the courthouse.”

We are in receipt of this question:

“Is there any sworn testimony to the effect that the
property owned by the Chureh of Christ is the location
that was dedicated for the temple site?”

We answer that there is. When the Reorganization
was suing for the Temple Lot a number of witnesses
were brought into court to identify the property. We
give extracts from the testimony.

Robert Weston testified:

“I came to Independence in 1827 or ’28. I knew this
piece of property out here in Independence, Missouri,
called the Temple property.——Yes, sir, it is true that
whenever this property was spoken of by anybody from
1830 or ’31 down to the present time it has been spoken
of as the Temple property, or the Temple Lot; that is,
from the time they first got it; that is the way they
designated it. Everybody who lived here at that time
knew where it was, and it was known as the Temple
Lot. The piece of ground that was called the Temple
Lot in 1830, '31, ’32, ’33 and up to ’34, was the piece of
ground that is called the Temple Lot now.”

Ember Mason testified:

“I know exactly where the piece of ground that is

fenced and called the Temple Lot is:——This ground

has always been known as the Temple Lot, ever since I

came to this country.——When I first came here in

1832, the Temple Lot was mostly timbered land.”

Wm. R. Wilson testified that he came to Independ-
ence in 1839, when a child of three. At the time of his
testimony he was fifty-six years of age. He remem-
bered hearing about the saints being driven out, and
he said:

“] heard about the Temple Lot at that time; knew
where it was located at that time; have known where
it was located ever since I was b1g enouch to know
anything. It has always been called the Temple
Lot ever since I have been here. If anybody had come
to me during any of the time that I have lived here and
asked me to point out the Temple Lot I-could have
done so.”

John Taylor joined the church in 1832. He came to
Independence in 1833. He testified: '

“Edward Partridee took me to the corner stone or
the stone that marked the Temple, he and Mr. Morley

tooether, and said that was the place where the Tempke
was to be built.——1I know the property that is in liti-
eation in this suit. ‘T stood on the ground ‘and Bishop
Partridee showed me where it was’
The above evidence will be found in the Record Tem-
pl~ Lot Suit, pageés 172, 252, 248, 249, 253, 413, 414,
446-448 188; also see testlmony of Hiram Rathbun,
Sr., page 230. It corroborates the foregoing, but intro-
duces nothing new, hence we do not give it, as our
space is limited.

Geo. D. Cole was a member of the Church of Christ
from 1870. He became an officer in the church, and
was a most estimable man. He played on the Temple
Lot when a child.  He says:




PAGE 6

'ZION’S ADVOCATE

“I remember talking with Dr. McLellin several years
before his death in Independence regarding the ground.
Like ‘every other believer. in the prophecy concerning
the building of a house on the Temple Lot, I was anx-
ious to know.the spot to an inch where the corner stone
was laid. The Doctor told me that the corner for the
Temple was marked when the spot was dedicated, but
there was no trace of the stone when I talked with hlm
While he was unable to locate to the inch the exact
spot of the corner, yet he pointed out the ground now
within the enclosure of the Temple Lot fence as being
the place dedicated for the building of the Temple.”

Geo. P. Frisbey, another member of the Church of
Christ said: “I came from Bloomington, Ill., to Inde-
pendence, in the spring of 1867, because of a revela-
tion Granville Hedrick received in 1864, stating that
the way would be opened up in 1867 so the saints could
begin to gather again on the land of Zion. 1 have lived
in Jackson County ever since and am well acquainted
with the ground commonly known as the Temple Lots
-—I mean the ground lying on the west side of the
street now known as River Boulevard and between
Walnut and West Electric streets containing about
three acres, and now in the possession of the Church
of Christ, of which T am a member and officer. The
Temple Lots were well known as such by the residents
of Independence whom I met on my arrival in 1867.
Scon after our arrival, under the counsel of Elder
Granville Hedrick, our people began to buy up the
Temple Lots. We did not make anv effort to buy the
entire 63 acres originally purchased by the church, but
sought that portion dedicated for the site of the Tem-
ple. There was no difficulty in identifving the spot as
the spot had become famous because of its peculiar hi
tory. Among other men I met in Independence at
early day was Dr. Wm. E. McLellin, a mémber and
officer 'of the old church in Independence before the
expulsion in 1833. I have talked with him about the
spot dedicated for the site of the Temple, and he as-
sured me'that the piece of ground now known and rec-
ognized as the Temple Lot embraced the spot dedicated
in 1831 for the spot of the Temple. During all my
forty-one years’ residence in Independence it has been
generally understood and statcd that the spot dedicaled
for the Temple is contained in the present enclosure of
ground possessed by the Church of Christ. I have
talked - with dozens of persons familiar with the -eir-
cumstances of the early church’s experience in Jack-

son County, and have been told many times by differ-

ent men who lived here in 1832 and knew the faeis,
that we had the place eemmﬂnlv known as the spol
for the Temple.”

The statements of George D. Cole and George P.
Frisbey, as well as the tesmmony of the witnhesges in-
troduced in the Temple .Lot suit were printed. in. t—l}e
-Evening and Movrwing Star for May, 1909, page 3,-a
paper that was formerly published bv the (‘hmch Qi
Christ. o

Copy of Deeds.
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In Remembrance
As we go to press word reachos us of the death
“Captain” George Potts, father-ih-law of Bishop: Me-
Guire. Brother Potts helped the Advoeate in a:sub-
“stantial manner, because he belicved in movmg“ all
things.” We feel that truth has lost a fuend Land. We
extend our sympathy to the bereaved velatives.

. same sm he is dumg

SOCIAL MEETINGS

It is a joy to look through the pages of fine old pub~
lications and there is the thrill of discovery when we
come across gold nuggets of thought and expression.
We expemenced that sensation when ‘we read an arti-
cle’ in the Evening and Morning Star for January,
1909, Vol. 9, No. 9, on “Social Meetings.” Space will
not permit giving the entire article, but some of the
thoughts are as follows: ‘

“Habitual practice of partmpatmg in these meet-
ings helps to form a liking for them in the minds of
those who take part. This liking tends to grow into a
habit until by and by the habitual attendant finds him-
self eagerly looking forward to a recurrence of socxal
meetings, and ‘lost’ if he should miss a session. The
mere habit, then, of attending social meetings, while
perhaps the least Valuable of the results to flow from it,
is nevertheless of worth. The man or woman who de—
velops a habit of attending social religious meetings is
not apt to be found frequenting the pleasure resorts or
to be found in questionable company on the Lord’s day.

“We never know the hearts and minds of others, and
oft times behind the mask of a srmhng face, SOrrow
sits enthroned.”

“Dmcouragement is constantly dt work seeking to
break down the man ‘who tries.” Oft times but 'a word
or two uttered in the hearing of the tried and tempted
proves a veritable benefaction. A sentiment spoken
from the heart often is more Welghty than a long and
lengthy discourse without real sympathy back "of it.
The man who feels he has-a big load to- bear goes to
social meeting. 'Pretty soon he finds himself  listening
to the trials and difficulties of others-whose burdens,
when contrasted” with' his own;“he finds’ are" much
larger or perhaps he hears some one whom he knows
is bearing a grievous burden, spcak with hope and
courage. As he gees th&gheerfulness of others he be-
comes ashamed of his own complaining and with a lit-
tle reflection soon finds that. he too,, can f‘md a blt of
cheer to add to the occasion.”

“Oft times in social meetmgs expemences are. I:eiated
which are valuable to those who hear them. Seme one
struggling to overcome an evil-habit, hears another
tell of his struggle and trmmp’q over, perh‘ the self

“No one can measure the geod v to come from
experiences gathered in soczéj'ﬁieetmgs The writer,
after many years vivid recollection of
prayers offere in meetmgs These
prayers were “effe {

ht ang},, desned ' Som of the greatest benefits
st have followed united
in “social me'%mg& Many a
t Has risen fl“om_}us seat and professed Christ as
a'restlt of the oyerpowing’ mﬁuence a‘ctendmg‘ a social
meeting. We do not know what soul is waiting'to get
at a social meeting its Tirst impetus in the pathway of
peace. - Malachi tells of:a great blessing to be given
those who meet togethel to spﬂak on His name. H
bedutlful and encouraging are the ntiments eon‘c

4 ‘Then they that feare ,i e Lord .
another ; and the. LV L Al




devoted to tea
posmons of the

or strlfe Let us remember

Ad es
that the whole ﬁel‘& of opportumty as revealed in the

angel’s message 'is before us. The field is white for

‘harvest and the laborers are few. Zion has not been
redeemed; the gathering has not been effected

he
temple hasﬁ not been built; equality has'not been estab-

lished, and the endowment has not been given. There,

are mﬂlzons of people inthe world that have not heard

the fulness of the gospel as taught by the Church of

~ Christ in these last days, yet we are given to under-

- stand that all these things must be and will be realized
‘before the winding up scenes of the last days shall take

place.  Let us do our part in relieving the needs of
those who are suffering fromi fthe famine o &Jhe last

“sdays, not of bread ordy, but of hearing the word of

God. .
Ff’%}tt is Wt‘ltten that every plant: which the heavenly

d up. It is one of ..

: e -germ
nit, WlH destroy itself.  History. records
i @nczpalmqs churches

ings. and be buﬂders in

he pen, the spoken word and )

-C. L. Wheatan
= T.d. Sheldon
AL O Frrsbe

NEWS AT HGME
Goad prayer meetings. :
Our pastor, Bro. F. B. Shirk, gave us

the need of prayer, admonishing us to be

we chfd not negleet this important factor in ou

tter sermons are not commonly heard in
‘ re delivered by Elders Madden and
_nearing eighty. All enjoyed the

~door. " Why hasn’t
“of Momnomsm been more

some o
forth in
is

y are wdhng to abid > the celestial plan
can brlng abeut Zion. If th
i v tead of a long-

er plan was re-

t the human entered .

clalmmg that Ch t's

. Why has not the hope
v realized? Alas! idols
have existed, and do exist in the hearts of the people,
even among those who seem zealous in prayer. ;
Reviewing the failure and the wreckage the ’ehought
will .come; What have we to be thankful for to-day?
The questmn finds an answer in some of the splendid
prayer services on the Temple Lot—*“We are thankful
for the desire to seek God and live in righteousness.”
The workers may be few, as the parable of Zenos says
they will be (Jacob k f rmon) but so
were the numb

and we t

‘have open mmds and con'tr*ite hearts They can be '
wholly eo see:rated to the cause of truth and righteous-

hxm to. give them
whom 1 made this
‘means of hghtmg

ig;word‘; of assuranece borne by . ¢

T. J . Sheldon,

ongre»gatmn is en,mvm : new song books, Hym-

e 'f‘ﬁals, a pmsent for most part, from the Sundav qchool

- NOTICE :
Those of the p:nesthsod applying for membel ship

up&n their omgma} baptxsm piease send tbe feﬁawmg
int b

tmns and drrangements fo

faith that will qualify us, and en bl
“‘remnant” in Zion’s redemptmn. ‘

By v;r’tue of 'aet.wn of the late semi a

ence, 1 hereby appoint Elder Wm, F. Shaub

Cora M. Revnolds to complete the comm
Hymn boo

Hoiden, Mo 4{}0E 4th S Dec. 2 192’

plan were in
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