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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 expect something from the 
organic law of the Church to sustain his contention. 

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 kd 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
lesqmi on the world with its miserable doctrine of 
many Gods, furnishing Utah with a foundation for its 
fait.h? Who was it that encour2,ged 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 common dead, 
we shall forbear mentioning the dastardly deeds, and 
apostate teachings developed in the period extending 
.from 1838 to 1844. And all this was encouraged under 
the eye of the "forward march" of the Presidency. 
We havo no defense to make of that defenseless past 
that ruined the Church, scattering her sons to the four 
wir.d ;;, and all resultant of the blighting doctrines fo
troducEd under the regime of a First Presidency. 
There is no other argument needed to silence forever 
any plea for a First Presidency with its assumed su
perfority of supreme directional control. There are 
some who would like to efface the errors of the First 
!'residency inerasably engraven on every milestone 
from 1834 to 1844. . That sentimental stuff that would 

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 

Our brother states that bishops and deacons are only 
"va~uely ind;cat~d in the New Testament." Well, even 
at that, they find an honorable place in that Book of 
books, a distinction the First Presidency has never 

able to secu:re. rt is well understood that the of
of a deacon is the least of all the offices in the 

Churc'l 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, those 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 covers a period of 4,100 
years. -

In his efforts to dig up a First Presidency om· 
brother goes back to the administration of the Law of 
Moses. He terls 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 3: 3, 4; 4: 1. In 
all this our visionary brother sees a First Presidency 
endowed of course with those extraordinary powers of 
S. D. C. so tenaciously contended for by the Presidency 
of ihe Reorganization. 

Unfortunately however the above says nothing about 
ti 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
ferred by the people in an election, and must not be 
confounded with that of his office ·of high priest pre
viously placed upon him. Mosiah 13': 54-65. Concern
ing this dual position, that of an officer of state, and a 
high priest in the Church, our brother tells us that 
"this is strikingly in accord with modern revelation to 
the First Presidency." Again he says, "We find Alma 
as President of the church doing about what the Presi
dent of the Church is told to do in the revelations 
throu~h ,Joseph Smith." What, would he have us be
lieve that Pres. Smith should also be an officer of state, 
the chief judge, the president of the nation? Is this a 
veiled revival of that delusion that inspired hls grand
father to accept nomination for the Presidency of ·the 
United States, and for which the twelve apostles were 
Rent out to electioneer? These facts are so patent to 
the student of history that questioning will not 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 operative. "And they were strict 
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in observing the ordinances of God, according to the 
law of Moses; for they w<'re 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 enforced until "the times of the reforma
tion," when an apostolic administration took charge of 
affai;rs. 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 ch:inged there is 
made of neczssity a change also of t11e law." Heb. 7: 12. 

If our brother 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 th~ Church was 
apostolic in character, :md nowlwre 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 I 
say unto you, that the law is fulfilled that was 11:iven 
unto Moses .... therefore, it hath an end." 3 Nephi 
7: 3-6. 

Followin~ the appearance of the Lord amongst h1s 
disciples, the administration of the Cnurch was com
mitted to the "Twelve" whom Jesu3 had chosen.-"And 
now it Carlile to pass that when Jesus had spoken these 
words, he looked upon the twelve whom he had chosen, 
and said unto them, Remember the word3 which I have 
spoken. For behold, ye are they whom I have chosen 
to minister unto this poople." 3 Nephi 6: 1-2. See also 
pages 633, 635, 650, 651, 652. 

We are told that the Mosaic economy was a "shadow 
of good things to come." Just so! And who did Moses 
himself foreshadow? A president??? Let the scrip
tures answer: 

"For Moses truly said unto the fathers, A prophet 
shall the Lord your God raise up unto you of your 
brethren, like unto 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 iniqui
ties." Acts 3: 22, 26. 

Jesus Christ was the substance foreshadowed by 
Moses; he, onl't}. And be it rem 0 mbered tl at Jesus was 
no president; he was "The Lord of life and glory." 

It is true that Jesus was part of that trinity tl1at 
rules the universe, known not as a presidei1cy, but as 
the Godhrnd. 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 firs~ 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.µnening prQphecy: 

"Let no mao deceive youby any means; for that day 
shall not come, except there com" a falting away first, 
and that MAN OF SIN be revealed, the son of perdi
tion; who opposeth and exalteth HIMSELF above all 
that is called God, or that is worshipped; so that he as 

GOD sitteth in the temple of God, showing HIMSELF 
that HE is god." 2 'fhes. 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 Pres•dency to the 
position of supreme director and controllf'r-S. D. C. 
And now that the elders of the Reorganized C'1urch are 
coming out boldly acclaiming 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 
da:v "M~n of Sin" is. 

If a fitness of the heavenly is necessary, we have it 
clearly stated as to who the trinity in Heaven repre
stmt: 

"For there arP 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: 7, 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 you that I 
go away; for if I go not away the comforter will not 
come unto you; but if I depart, I wm send him unto 
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 whatso~v~he shall hear, 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: "AB.d 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 a mountain with the Lord as 
a sure proof that they were a first presidency. Yes, and 
a leading advocate in cont0 nding for the claims of 
Mary Eddy to churcn leadership, set forth the circum
stance of Jesus talking with the woman at the well, as 
proof ,positive that woman leadership was thereby de
signed. It is remarkable what some people will see in 
a littl~ prayer meeting on the mountain side. But what 
about Moses and Elias who were also in that mountain 
gathering? Were they also a part of that Presidency? 
There is no limit to the number they arc liable to set 
over us a5 Heads. Tn th0 eady da:vs of the cl}µf~hth,ey 
had SEVEN HEADS. Note the following: . 

"President .Joseph Smith then introduced Oliver 
Cowd:l'Y, Joseph Smith, Sen., Hyrum Smitij ?nd John 
Smith for assistant Coqns.elop~ •.. these last four. to
gether with the fir0,t three. are to be considered the 
HEADS OF THE CHURCH." Sept. 3, 1837. Millen
nial Star 16: 56. Rather a Smithy head! 

There is consiqerable said ll.l: th.~ prophecies aQout a 
certain nondescript :animal having seven heads, .but it 
would be sacrilegio:1.1s. to suggest that this is what 
prompted the latter day inspiration · that would put 
seven heads over us. Butthen it only shows how ficlµe 
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this presidency of THREE is. The Reorganization has If the brother had been. anxious to give us the whole 
been under the dominion of only two men; up to a truth about the matter he would have informed· us that 
short while ago. . the above paragraph did not appear in the revelation 

Again our brother tells us that three of the disciples as first given. one may determi~e this by turning 
were taken into the garden to· watch·. whilst Jesus to the Book of · iri:and:m:ents • Chap: 6. The Book of 
prayed. Yes, and they all went sound,asleep... Prob-- Commandments wag nrst given to the world in 1833, 
ably in this respect a very fitting representatiml of the whereas the Book of Doctrine and Covenants did not 
First Presi'dency. make its appearance until .five years after the Church 

Our brother next urges the conference at Jerusalem was organized, in 1835. 
as affording evidence of a First Presidency. He failed Perhaps the brother will now be willi'ng to explain 
to quote the scripture however which states in no less why that revelation was changed. Was it God who 
than five places that it was a conference of the "apos- changed His own word, or was it the work of man? If 
to the church it came from "the apostles and elders it was God who changed it, we shalt·be~ladto be in
ties and elders." See Acts 15: 2, 4, 6,,,,22, 26. When formed as to when it was that the Almighty repealed 
that conference delivered judgment that brought peace that statute of the, ~ges, "I am the Lord, I change not." 
with the whole church." See vs/22/23. Now if there Or if it was m,ere man,.who altered the revelation,then 
was a First Presidency there, with its supreme di- pray tell us what value does an altered, amended reve
rectional power the text should have stated that lation carry in the eyes of intelligent people? 
judgment emanated from the "First Presidency, to- Is this the best the Presidency can do to sustain their 
gether with the Twelve and the Elders," or possibly scriptural calling, quote from an altered, mutilated 
there would have been no mention of the elders or the revelation?? 
apostles. Rather from the First Presidency as a The strongest proof presented by our brother for the 
"WORD OF INSPIRATION." First Presidency is reserved for the "last wild charge!" 

Yes it is true that Paul alludes to James, Cephas, D. C. 104: 11, {li., . Jt would have been disastrmu;ly il
m1d. John; "who seemed to be pillars.'' And of course luminative. if he had told us that this revelation was 
the ancient way of spelling P-R-E-S-I-D-E--N-C-Y was not given until after March 28, 1$35 ... 
P.:.I-L-L-A-R-S. Wonderful!!! But how was it that if The first Presjdency had already. been set up, and 
those thr€e men were occupying the distinguished posi- how it got there is the mystery. Joseph Smith had 
tion of the First Presidency that Paul was not more been previously ordained to that office Jan. 25, 1832, at 
certain about it? To him they only "seemed to be pil- a Conference at Amherst, Ohio, which do.es l).Ot give 
Jars." · any evidence in itself of peing a general conference. 

It· will be .interesting to recall that the same Paul in There was no previous revelation. calling him to tllat 
alluding to the quorum of the Twelve places them in position that we have any knowledge of, nor is there 
a more responsible position. He saw them as the very any information as to whether tµe conference at AJn
foundation of the church. "And ye are built upon the herst ever acted .on a r(ilsolution purporting to be a 
fQundation of the apostles and prophets, ,Jesus Christ revelation sancti,m1ing.thf call Qf Joseph Smith. PrQb
himself being the chief corner stone.'' Eph. 2: 20. ably that was why Joseph, perceiving the impropr,i~ty 

If the First Presidency are to have place in the of the transaction, Jnet with a "Council" three mo:riths 
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 which he had been previpusly ordained. This was.dg11e 
fotmdatioh, as the very bedrock. But somehow or at Independence'. . . , ·· .. ,:~,-

;Other the HPffitle overlooked noting that matter. The revelation, however, that gave birth to the Fff~t 
Our bi·other assails those· who would doubt the reve- Presidency, was not given until three years a:md. ;tw'.o 

la:tions in the Doctrine and Covenants, declaring it will months .after the ordination of Joseph Smith at 1\11t;. 
lead to rejecting the Bible and the Book of Mormon. herS:t, Ohio. · .. 
If that is his estimate of the impregnable strength but- If the First Presidency is the head of the. Church, 
tressing the Record of the Nephites and thel~ord of then. we have the gruesome spec,tacle of the~ Church 
the J rws, that his faith in those fw'o',v!itnesses :of tl:ie befog born ~ithOU:t,·u: hea.cJ.,,,, C~:rtainly the history cov

could be shattered·uecause 6!' so~'idiscnltl-pancy ~r:ingthe int~odu~tion~ofHhe,First Presidency into th.e 
--···-=··-· in certain of the latter-day :revelations; then Church is a very entangling affair .. We wi~ih.that Joh.n 

advise him to dig qeepet; :and he will no Whitmer, the God appoin;ted historian, had said some-
longer. them as being1eeated'"in the.misty past;" thing about that important event in his veryinterest-
lf his 1'€\'erf'llCe for tlie Docti'ine,and'Cc'wehants is so ing record, a copy of which lies. before us. w ~it too 

great. it ,vm be interesting to have,'14im:ex,tHainwhyit small for him to notice, or did the event really take 
that a few years ago Walter W. Smith waited upon place? We wonder! . . . . . . , . 

of Twelve w:ith a proposal ta drop some · In co:nclusionH.et me s;ty that the. Church of .Ch1'.fst 
from that book r;u was then recGg- stands foiithe revelations,in their originaLform "inas

that the said Walter was seivii'lli; 'as the hen:c:h- much as they agree with. the Bible and the Book of 
of the Pl'esideriev or at least of. the<P:residem. Mormon in principle and in truth.~. 
ircformation come; to :me frorrt:.ane of the. numer- :Ptiniel Ml:1.CJ?l'S$.~Or 

w..:ed-apostles belonging to the Reorganized Chutch, ·-· .. -.-------, 
will doubtless commit tti Wi'itilfg his onservations /'WHY a First:Presidency in the Church?" 

in th .· r future. ;~ · · ' - ; · · . . , Unde1· the above· :captio11, in The. Saints'. H e:rald for 
On rother finally locafos a First Pi'e'sideney:fo Doc. November 25; one of the Editors endeavors enli~ten 

an1"Cov! 7: 2.----YI wi1lh1ake thee (P~ter) to minister doubting;, ni:inds in reference. 0tt'>Ithis qu'estion. ,:a'J.le 
.fJ}~·.him (John) and fol' thy brother James; aiid upon writer/ while ·ffO't'itaking a positive,stand ,against fa 
you 'three I will give this power and the keysYof this :[ir.st:1fli::esidertcy,,h:a:s.datel~:aeveloped<,some doubtsctlue 
ministry untif I come!' · · · .ii., t-b not hitherto m,ade, ;Like.many, .otJhers, 
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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, pa~e 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 dis.credit, 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 change.-; 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. Henc~ 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. J\nd while these particular passages 
seem to indicate that two men were closely associated 
with Moses upon two occasions, 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 took 
the high priesthood away (and hence the presidency of 
the high priesthood)-be careful-for the Herctld Edi
tor conhmds that there was a First Presidency in the 
church among the Nephites after the death of Moses, 
and prior to the coming of Christ. How could there be 
a First Presidency if the high priesthood did not exist 

,"'4i)11 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 Neph,ites which he assumes. We 

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 
which God .had given their fathers. Moses did not live 
to see the task finished. But after they were settled 
in the land, co11ditions of government and leadership 
were greatly chang-ed. 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;d,:mcy. All wm a.~ree 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 woul_d be just as applicable in one in
stance as the other. The fact is the people rejected 
God from reigning over them, and wanted a king. God 
told Samuel to warn th.em 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 ~overnment. He blest them to the ext3nt 
that he could. considering the remote distance from 
him to which they had removed thems~lves. 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 th0 other hand, prove the wonderful love 
and mercy of God toward his wayward children. He 
met them on the ground of tlieir choosing, but not to 
bless them as he would have done had they adhered to 
the plan he gave them. They were farther away from 
God by reason of the choice th0y hrd made; but that 
was not God's fault. And now some of us (doubters) 
are wonderin~ if it is possible that in this last dispen
sation history has repeated itself. This from the stand
point of an inquirer. 

In his attempt to prove a First Presidf'ncy by the 
New Testament, the Editor makes the mistake th!:tt is 
usually made by elders of the Reorganization. Refcr
rin ~ to tlie account of the transfi~ration (Matt. 17: 
1-4). and of Christ's a~ny in the g-arden (Matt. 26: 
36-38), where in each instance Peter, James, and John 
are mentioned as being especially chosen to be with the 
Lord, he adds: 

"After Christ's departure tliese three appeared as in 
charge to speak for the church." 

Then .he quotes the following: 
"Ard when James, Cephas and John, who seemed to 

be pillars, perceived the grac'l t1rnt was given unto me, 
they gave to me and Barnabas the right hand of fel
lowship:· ~t,.we should ~o unto th'l heathen, and they 
unto the circumcision." Gal. 2: 9. 

Again he says: 
"At a time of grave eris.es one of these men., James, 

gave a decision in council exactly ag one m~mber of the 
presid:mcy mi~ht speak for the entire quorum:" 

'Wherefore my sentence is that we trouble not t4em 
which from among the Gentiles are turned unto God! 
Acts 15 :. 19. 

Now the James 1·ef erred to . in these two citations 
could not have been the same James who with Peter 
and John were so often referred to as ~i:ng especially 
close to their Lord, for thls reason: Actst2: 1, 2, says: 

"Now about that time Herod the king stretch· d forth 
his hands to vex certain of the church. And he killed 
James the brother of John with the sword." · · · 
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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 
yea.rs 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 
James, the 1.ord's brother. See Gal. 1: 19. Too bad 
to spoil a pleasing theory, but theories should not be 
accepted when contrary 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 i.s 
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 presidency, 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 se~ where 
there is any foundation in fact for either. 
. It is hard for us to give up this long cherished be

hef, but if there is anything outside the Doctrine and 
Covenants to support, by positive evidence tht belief 
in. a first presidency, it is yet to be produced. We are 
still open to the reception of light, and still mquiring 
"Why?" H. E. Moler. 

-. -0---

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 school 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. 

lngathering 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 teac'-er. We hope to hear that these good people or
anize themselves and hold regular services to encour
aP-e one another, and offer a church home for others 
who might become cold and indifferent without the 
help that association and service affords. 

---o---

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 missionaries to visit and talk 
with them. · 

THE TEMPLE LOT, WHERE? 
The Temple Lot is a portion of a tract of land con

~isting of 63 acres that was purchased by the church 
m 1832. The Temple 1.ot 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 Church of Christ is the location 
that was dedicated for the jemple 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 1.ot; 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 
1.ot 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 

f~nced and called the Temple 1.ot is :--This ground 
lits always been known as the Temple Lot, ever since I 
came to this country.--When I first came here in 
183R, 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: 

"I heard about the Temple 1.ot at that time; knew 
where it was located at that time; have known where 
it was located ever si:Qce I was big enou1?h 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 1.ot I could have 
done so." 

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

"Edward Partridge took me to the corner stone or 
the stone that marked the Temple, he and Mr. Morley 
to~ether, and said that was the place where the Temple 
was to be built.--! know the property that is in liti
P-ation in this suit. I stood on the ground, and Bishop 
Partrid~e showed me where it was." 

The above evidence will be found in the Record Tern
pk Lot Suit. pages 172, 252, 248, 249, 253, 413, 414, 
446-448, 188 ; also see testimony 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: 
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"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 him. 
While he was unable to locate to the incli. the exact 
spot of the corner, yet he pointed out the ground now 
within the enclosure of the T€mple 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 op('n-ed up in 1867 so the saints could 
begin to gather ag;ain on the land of Zion. I have lived 
in Jackson County ever since and am well acquainted 
with the ground commonly known as the Temple Lots 
--l mean the ground lying on the W('st 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 I 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. 
Soon after our arrival, under the counsel of Elder 
Granville Hedrick, our people began to buy up the 
Temple Lots. W<' did not make anv effort to buv 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 identifying the spot as 
the spot had become famous because of itR peculiar h\§
tory. Among other men 1

7 
met in Independence at §n 

early day was Dr. Wm. E. McLellin, a member 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 stated that the spot dedicated 
for the Temple is contained in the pres'>nt enclosure of 
ground possessed by the Church of Christ. I have 
talked with dozens of persons familiar with the cir
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 facb, 
that we had the place commonly known as the spoi 
for the Temple." 

The statements of George D. Cole and George P. 
Frisbey, as well as the testimony of the witnesses m
troduced in the Temple Lot suit were prii)ted in the 
Evening and Moming Stnr for May, 1909, page 3, a 
paper that was formerly published by the Church -()f 
Christ. 

Copy of Deeds. 

In Remembrance . . .: 
As we go to press. w~rd ·us of the deatp_ ;of 

"Captain" George Potts, father-iii-law of Bishop .. M~>
Guire. Brother Potts helped the A.dit?<)(:ate in a sub
stantial manner, because he believed in "proving all 
things." We feel that truth ha.s _lost a friend_; .a11d we 
extend our sympathy to the bei~eaved relatives. 

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 experienced that sensation when we read an a1'ti
cle in the Evening ·and Morning Star for January, 
1909, Vol. 9, No. 9, on "Social Meetings/' Space wHI 
not permit giving the entire article, but some of the 
thoughts are as follows: 

"Habitual practice of particlpatinK in_ these meet
ings helps to form a liking for them )n the minds of 
those who take part. This liking tends to grow int~ a 
habit until by and byt}1e habitual attendant finds hI!fl
self eagerly looking forward to a recurrence of social 
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 flqw 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 smiling face, sorrow 
sits enthroned." · · 

"Dh;couragement )s constantly at wqrk _ seeking to 
break down th€) man 'who tries.' Oft times but a worq. 
or two uttered in the hearing of the tried and tempted 
proves a veritable' benefaction .. 1\. .· sentiment spoken 
from the heart often is more weighty than a Io:ng and 
lengthy discourse without reaI,;sympathy back ·_·of it .. 
The man who feels he has a fog load to bear goes to 
social meeting. 1Pretty soon he fhi~s himself listening 
to the· trials and difficulties 6f others· whose burdens, 
when contrasted with' his ciwn; ~he finds- are m.u~h 
larger; or perhaps he hears some one wh?m he knows 
is bearing a grievous·-mrttten,-speak with hope and 
courage. As he sees the.1(;heerf.ulness of others he be
comes ashamed of his own compfahiing and with a lit
tle reflection soon finds that he, too., can find a bit of 
cheer to add to the occMion: 

"Oft times in socialmeetings experiences are related 
which are valuable to those .. who hear them. ~me oiu~ 
struggling to overconie ·an evil habit, hears ·anoth.er 
tell of his struggle andJriumph over, perhaps, the self 
same sin he is do1ng-lJattle with, and the rei:;ital of the 
exper,ience ·ot the vicforious. orie cS;erves to: ch.eel' the 
man who is.-strugglingcbut p~s no.t_'}"k;filYeJ;pome.. 

"No one can measure the good-Ifkely to· come from 
experiences gathered in-soci:aJ-meetings. The writer, 
after many years,. still.rJ;tains a vivtd recollection of 
prayers offeredJn li:ii:i behalf.frLsoeial meetings. These 
prayers )Vere effectual, too-;'Jfr: obtaining the results 
sought in ·· · desired. Sonie o.f the gr~test benefits 
ro"· · . 'by . Cli-ur~h Qf-.CliJist hive~fbllowea united 
.. . . of Pm'.Yer · ofl'e::r~d' in .;iocial )ne3tings. . Many• a 
cqnvfrtlfas ti~en fr<1in_his- seat and professed Christ as 
a ·result of. the oy~t·powing)nflµenc~ att,end~n_g a. ~oci_al 
meeting. We do not kii:ow·,vtfa:t·soul is wa1trn,r1,o·get 
at a social meeting ifiFffrslimpetus in the pathway of 
peace. :Malachi tells ,grea:t.blessing to given 
those -vyho meet together to sp:::iak on His name .. IIiow 
beautiful and encouraging afethe. se,ntiinents contah1,ed 
inhi~third chapter,:verse$16 and 1.7. _ , 
. " '.Then :they th,;lt feared the Lord sp~:Jce pf ten one. to 

another; and the I,.01~d.hearkened aµd.n,eaid it, and.:a 
6ook of rememhrance"\viis wi·ftten' before hin'ff or tnen1 
that feared the Lord, and that thought upori his nanie. 



.our spaee be more devoted to teach
d setti11g f<>rth t~e positions of the 

aronnati:ve manner)c. without making at
other factions whom we .consid<"r as our 

, thou_gh theyififfer from.us. There are pr 
~ . . . lds of li.te n· t~t:we ~n '1!ga 
wnieh will not <»1 . . . s to 'oprposition 

i upon the vario~ differences, .. u . . . en'eff~fal in a con
structhr~}iPlritual way as well. .. Tl;Je Ciurch ol*'Christ 
has . . •maintained. * lhe; Restoration was 
. {<>t. pu' . . ~f 'Correcting the spir: 

c a» . ·};l.1 evils':existing in the world 
Jt is o~ ·quty• toJet. our light shine forth 
by hitte or strife. Let us remember 

that the whoJe fieltl. of portunity as revealed in the 
angel's me~ge l!'is liitef ore us. The field is white for 
1).arvest and the laborers are few. Zion has not been 
redeemed; the gathering has not been effected ;~lthe 
temple has not been built, equality 'has*not been estab
J.ished, and the endowment has not been given. The1,e.,. 
are millions of people in the world that have not he.ard 
the f ulness 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 winc;liug up scenes of the last days shall take 
place. Let us do, om::pi:trt in relieving: the needs of 
those who are sufferin~il~JrbrrL.~ famine of.,the last 
days, not of bread. <>nly, but of hearing the word of 
Goi:l. 
~~t is written that every plant wroth the heavenly 
I<'mher lanted shall be roo up.· It is one of . 

•th.e rul ... 1ft that which do t have germ 
of· 14.'Ce within .it, will destroy itself. History records 
tlrn. downf~lt. of individuals,~p&incipa.lities, church 
and nations that have gone ·etrn.trary to this Jaw-., 
us therefore. be patient, loffg-suffel'.ing and full »of l 
Let us be. ternperat~ in all· things. and be biilders in 
Christ, and bY; the use of. t}:le pen, tlle spoken word apd 
our hands, wo1~ for the. glory ofJ}od and the salvation 
of his pe0p1e. 

C; L. Wheaton 
T. ,J. Sheldon 

0. Fri 
(Board 

__ -=!to--. 

NEWS AT HOME 

Publi~ation.) 

Good prayer meetings. + ••. .. .·· ·•. 

Our·pastor, Bro. F. B. Shirk, gave us a go9d tall on 
the need of prayer, admonishing us to be careful that 
we did not neglect this important factor in our 'spirit-= 

better sermons are not com ly heard in 
chm~h than were delivered by Eld s Madden and 

,Mllnn,., tw-o brethrfm nearing eighty. AU enjoyed the 
testimonies and strong words of assurance borne by 
th~se. two aged gqspel veterans. 

Other speakers of the month were T. J. Sheldon, 
R V;·Roberts, gn.d Andrew Himes. 

Our congregation is enjoying new song- books, Hym
nals, a present for most part, from the Sunday school. ----. NOTICE 

Those of the priesthood applyi'ng for memQel'ship 
upon their original baptism, plea~e send the following 
information alono· with your application; d~te ,,itv.and 
state where ordained, and.names of all men officiating, 

possible. 'fhis informaJion will make unnecessary 
further c.orrespondence and· expedite the forwarding 

. of your license. 

'an tloft• 
wme 'believe,. since th. 
forth in 1830. Nearly' a cen 
is 11ot yet, redeem~; Isriel 
who l :t righteousness 
ple 4Jli really are. The Ge 
C:t;Uelly divided ... "By their :fruits 
what4fruits have we p1•vduced? 

Only th<fse wfi'o are w dling to abi 
can bring about Zion. .Jf the eel 
operation, .. Zion wouid'·b~ a reali ad of a long-
looked-forw,/3. "dream. '1),is plan was re-
vealed to. ti. . r ~ay p.rophet~but the human entered 
in. Early in the tltirties they raised their voices pro
claiming that Christ's coming was near, even at the 
d<>or. • Why hasn't. he.come y~U Why has not the hope 
of Morm~Q.ism been more fully realized? Alas! idols 
have existed, .and do exJst in the hearts of the people, 
even among those who seem zealous in prayer. 

Revi'3wing the falure · and the wreckage the thought 
will come, What have we to be thankful for to-day? 
The question 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 p~rable of Zenos says 
they will be (Jacob 3:. 9ok.ofJ\formon). but so 
were the number of fa ~en wbo lapped water, 
and in 4elivering the Midianites into 
the hands of I . '(See Judges 7.) 

But what can a few do? some may ask. They can 
have open min{is and contrite hearts. They can be 
wholly a,nsecrated to the cause of truth and righteous-

1(. n~ss:, and the~ can strive for faith, for implicit confi
. d@nce in God, like the brother of Jared had. Who of us 

would present two stones to Gg~J·•· him to give them 
illuminating quality? One sisf~rfo whom I made this 
remark said,.« e have :mod~ :rn~ns of lighting 
now:" Ttge, b uppose w~ were placed under cir-
cumstances where we had need of light we could not 
supply, would we ha\·e faith to look to the Lord in our 
extrf.111ity? .. . ·· .... 

I. thank, Israel's,1.0od'\o:day for the. gospel; for the 
privilege of living in this last dispensation when an 
shall be gathered il1tt> .one, and for the :rell~wship o,f 
those who are"'desirous of being set in,+order. I .a,m 
thankf u1 for · · ion w:ith those wp:o are~ looking 
for ,C}lrjsi; ~9 people, and who are endeavoring 
to build .on the tion.of 1829 and 1830. 
-1 th Father iho is watching and is ready to 
assist .US . l' 1?$Ce .antl rest of mind, an« for freedom 
of thought in this.C~tn'ch of Chi·ist. We have golden 
opportunities, and never before h~ · the church been 
forced to its knees as uow. · For .what· shall · · 
What shall be· the ideal towards which· we 
What f'lse, indeed, but humility, love, . peace, 
faith that will qualify us, and enable.·us 
"remnant" in Zion's redemption. . 

Cora M. l;teynolds, R. R. 3, Independence, Mo. 

NOTICE 
By vfrtue of action of the late semi annual ,..0 ,~r,,...-

.ence, I hereby appoint Elder Wm. F. Shaub and· Sister 
Cora M .. Reyhold<s to complete the committee on 
tions and a:rrangements for a Hymn book · · · 

· B. Molei. 
Holden, Mo., ·400 K 4th St .. , Dec. 2, 1925, 
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