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Errors and Inconsistencies Concerning 
The Presidency of the Dominant 
Church in Utah. 

BY AHANTE LUOE. 

READER, before deciding there is no justification for 
publishing a tract such as the title of this one suggests, 
will you not pause long enough to ask yourself, Is it 
possible that "Errors and inconsistencies" do really 
exist in the "dominant church in Utah," respecting a 
matter of such vital importance as THE PRESIDENCY? 

The revelations of God through Joseph the Seer do 
not ascribe, not even to men of the church, papal infal­
libility, and invite an affirmative answer to this ques­
tion; ''Yes; it is possible." "But there is a possibility 
that man may fall from grace and depart from the living 
God."-Doc. and Cov. 17:6. Utah edition, section 20. 

Have the men of the Utah church "departed from thE~ 
living God"? Have they "fallen from grace"? Do not 
give final answer to t4ese questions, nor lay aside thiB 
tract as an uncalled-for assault upon the faith of the 
Utah church, until you shall have thoroughly perused 
its pages, and given the evidences herein presented the­
consideration their importance demands at your hands. 

Joseph Smith, the Prophet, President of the Church 
of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, was slain at. Car­
thage, Illinois, June 27, 1844. The church was thus 
deprived of its prophetic head. 

The effect this unfortunate event produced upon the 
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minds of the Saints, and the promise of filling the officiiM. 
vacancy caused by the martyrdom, is stated editorially 
m Time.' and &asoru, September 2, 1844, vol. 5, p. 632, 
John Taylor, editor, as follows: 

«<Great excitement prevails throughout the world tc 
know 'who shall be the successor of Joseph Smith?' In 
reply, we say, be patient, be patient a little, till the 
proper time comes, aud we will tell you all." 

Over fifty-six years have elapsed since the above was 
published. Is not this sufficient time, that we may now 
turn with propriety to the dominant church in Utah and 
inquire: Have you found the successor to Joseph Smith 
m the prophetic office and presidency of the church? In 
waiting thus long, have we manifested the requisite 
patience that your leading, representative men will now 
tell us all respecting the prophet's successor? Then, to 
their recognized and authenticated statements we at 
once appeal for the important information promised. 
Let the authorities of the Utah church and their own 
records respond to our inquiry. Let this response be 
carefully weighed upon the scales of reason and revela­
tion. For the sake of truth, let every Latter Day Saint 
abide by the results thus obtaine'd, whether they are 
pleasing to him or displeasing! 

Testimony of the late President Wilford Woodruff, 
recorded in Priesthood and Presidency, by Charles W. 
Penrose, page 23, said he [Joseph Smith]: "You apos­
tles of the Lamb of God have been chosen to carry out 
the purposes of the Lord upon the earth. Now, I have 
received, as the prophet, seer, and revelatQr, standing 
at the head of this dispensation, every key, every 
ordinance, every principle, and every priesthood that 
belongs to the last dispensation and fullness of times. 
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And I have sealed all these things upon your heads. 
Now, you apostles, if you do not rise up and bear off 
this kingdom, as I have given it to you, you will be 
damned." 

Commenting on this and similar testimony, the 
author says, page 22: 

"Joseph had prepared the apostles for the burden 
that awaited them, by conferring upon them every key, 
power, gift, anointing and blessing which had been 
placed upon his head, so that the oracles might be given 
to the church when he was taken away." 

Thus does the Utah Church, through this prominent 
writer, present for our consideration, as successors to 
Joseph Smith in the presidency of the church, the 
quorum of the twelve apostles. They are specially 
designated by Joseph as his successors. They are made 
equal to him in every respect. They are all "prophets," 
"seers," and "revelators," by his special conferment; 
and all this that they might be qualified for the "bur-. 
den" of presidency upon the death of the prophet! 

It is well they claim such qualifications as are above· 
enumerated, for the law says: "And again, the duty of 
the president of the office of the high priesthood is to 
preside over the whole church, and be like unto Moses. 
Behold, here is wisdom, yea, to be a seer, a revelator, a 
translator, and a prophet; having all the gifts of God 
which be bestows upon the head of the church."-Doc. 
and Cov. 104: 42. Utah ed., sec. 107. 

Respecting tM claim of the quorum of the apostles to 
the presidency of the church, as above set forth, we beg 
to offer criticism. First, the quorum of the First Presi~ 
dency is composed of three men, not twelve. Proof, 
Doctrine and Covenants 104: 11. Utah ed., sec. 107. 
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"Of the Melchisedec priesthood, three presiding high 
priests, chosen by the body, appointed and ordained to 
that office, and upheld by the confidence, faith, and 
prayer of the church, form a quorum of the presidency 
of the church." 

According to the testimony offered, Joseph conferred 
upon t wei ve, men "every key, power, gift, anointing, 
and blessing," which had been placed upon his head, 
when it was only necessary to confer this extraordinary 
power on three men, at the most, the number the law 
specifies 818 composing the First Presidency. 

Either Joseph overdid matters in the speech the testi­
mony alludes to, or else the testimony itself is over­
drawn. We prefer to question the testimony rather 
than the integrity of the prophet to the law given to 
the church through his own instrumentality. 

or the t'welve men whom Joseph had "prepared for 
the burden which awaited them," which three shall be 
permitted to occupy that dignified position, and re$ 
quired to assume the responsibUities of the First Presi­
dency? and which of them shall be ignored? 

Furthermore, the Utah church itself recognizes a dis­
tinction between the president of the church and his 
two counselors. At the special meeting at Nauvoo, 
August 8, 1844, as recorded in Times and Seasons, vol~ 5, 
p. 638, President Brigham Young said: "Here is Elder 
Amasa Lyman and Elder Sidney Rigdon; they were 
counselors in the First Presidency, and they are coun­
selors to the Twelve still; if they keep, their places; but 
if either wishes to act as spokesman for the prophet 
Joseph, he must ~(' behind the vail where Joseph is." 

Also Priesthood a.nd Presidency, page 3: "At the 
death of Joseph Smith the First Presidency of the 
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church consisted of Joseph Smith, president, Sidney 
Rigdon, counselor. . . . The martyrdom disorganized 
that council or quorum." 

Reasoning from this point of view, how important to 
know upon which one of the twelve, all of whom, it is 
claimed, had been equally qualified, should the office of 
president of the church rest. Is there any way to de· 
termine? Immediately our friends of the Utah church 
respond: "Certainly; upon the death of the prophet, 
the president of the quorum of the apostles becomes 
president of the church. Brigham Young was president 
of the Twelve at the death of Joseph, and hence he be· 
came president of the church." 

This is the understanding of the church "in the val· 
leys of the mountains" now, but what was the under­
standing of Brigham Young and his quorum concerning 
himself as Joseph's successor and the present theory of 
apostolic succession to the presidency of the church, in 
1844? Did they have any knowledge of it then? 

In an "Epistle of the Twelve," signed by Brigham 
Young as president of the quorum, dated Nauvoo1 

August 15, 1844, recorded in Times and Seasons, vql. 51 

page 618, they said: 
"You are now without a prophet present with you in 

the flesh to guide you. . . . Let no :inan presume for a. 
moment that his [Joseph's] place will be filled by 
another, for remember, he stands in his own place, and 
always will; and the twelve apostles of this dispensation 
stand in their own place and always will, both in time 
and in eternity, to minister, preside, and regulate the 
affairs of the whole ch~1rch." 

When that part of the epistle was read to the quorum 
for their in~orsement which says, "You are now with.;, 

www.LatterDayTruth.org



UTAH INCONSISTENCIES. 

out a prophet present with you in the flesh to guide 
you," what an excellent opportunity for some of .the 
apostles to have remonstrated: "Why, no, Bro. Brig­
ham; not so. Don't you remember that Joseph con­
ferred upon 1ts 'every key, power, gift, anointing and 
blessing which had been placed upon his head'? Don't 
you recall that he thus 'prepared' our quorum for this 
very 'burden' by making us all 'prophets, seers, and 
revelators'.?" But not one of them remembered any­
thing about it. Reader, could all of these men have for­
gotten an event of so much importance, in so short a 
period of time? For, remember, according to modern 
testimony, it .occurred at "the last speech he [Joseph] 
ever gave us before his death."-(B. H. Roberts on Suc­
cession in Church Presidency, p. 118.) 

The claim that Brigham was "transfigured before the 
people" at the meeting at Nauvoo, August 8, 1844; 
"that a more wonderful and miraculous event than was 
wrought that day in the presence of that congregation 
·We never heard of;" that because of this miracle "it was 
plain to all that here was . the man upon whom the Lord 
had bestowed the necessary authority to act in their 
midst in Joseph's stead'" (Succession in the Presidency, 
byB. H. Roberts, pp. 5, 6), appears very absurd when 
compared with President Young's own admission: "Yon 
are now without a prophet present with you in the flesh 
to guide you." By remembering that this admission 
was. made only a week after the "transfiguration" is 
said to have occurred, and by the very man upon whom 
lit is supposed to have .bei:m wrought, the absurdity is 
magnified. 

It would be interesting to learn just when President 
Young became a prophet. He admits that he was not a 
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prophet when this episile was written, August 15, 1844. 
The inquiry may suggest itself, Did he not become a 

prophet when he was elected to the presidency of the 
Utah church, December 5, 1847? According to the law, 
no man should be an aspirant to the office of president 
of the church, neither should the people elec.t him to 
nor sustain him in that position unless he is a prophet 
of God. 

"The duty of the president of the office of the high 
priesthood is to preside over the whole church, and to 
be like unto Moses. Behold, here is wisdom, yea, to be 
a seer, a revelator, and a prophet."-Doc. and Cov. 
104:42, Utah edition, sec. 107. Joseph was a prophet 
and therefore he was eligible to the office of president of 
the church. He was clearly elected to that position be­
cause he was a prophet of God, not to make a prophet of 
him. He was not acknowledged as president of the 
high priesthood until April 26, 1832, tho\,lgh he had been 
ordained at a conference, January 25, 1832. Times and 
Seasons, vol. 5, p. 624. But he was a prophet long 
before either of these events occurred. Of this, Presi­
dent Young says~ "When did Joseph become a 
prophet? I can tell you, when he became an apostle. 
Years and years before he had the right of holding the 
keys of the Aaronic priesthood, he was a prophet, even 
before he was baptized."-Times and Seasons, vol. 5, p. 
683. 

Having learned that men are elected president of the 
ehurch because they are prophets of God, not to make 
prophets of them, we press the inquiry, When did 
Brigham Young become a prophet? As late as April '1, 
1852, he makes tbisoacknowledgment: "A person was 
mentioned ·today who did not beli~ve that Brigham 
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Young was a prophet, seer, and revelator. I wish to 
ask every member of this whole community, if they ever 
heard him profess to be a prophet, seer, and revelator, 
as Joseph Smith was?"-Millennial Star, vol. 16, p. 442. 

Brigham had presided over the Utah church over four 
years, and still he was not a prophet. 

Only one other assumption requires our consideration. 
That is, as 1Jresented in "Succession in the Presidency 
of the Church," by B. H. Roberts, pp. 9, 10, that the 
church, at the meeting held at Nauvoo, August 8, 1844, 
Hsustained" the "Twelve" as the "First Presidency." 
As evidence of this, the author quotes Millennial Star, 
as follows: "Do the church want and is it their only 
desire to sustain the Twelve as the First Presidency of 
this people? ... If the church want the Twelve to 
stand as the head, the First Presidency of the church, 
and at the head of this kingdom in all the world, stand 
next to Joseph, walk up into their calling, and hold the 
keys of this kingdom-every man, every woman, every 
quorum is now put in order, ... all that are in favor 
of this, . . . manifest it by holding up the right hand. 
(There was a universal vote.)" This purported account 
was published over eighteen years after the meeting was 
held. It cannot possibly be correct, for the following 
reasons: . 1. The Twelve themselves did not ask to be 
sustained as the "First Presidency." In opening that 
meeting, as the proceedings of it were published in the 
Times and Seasons, September 2, 1844, vol. 5, p. 637, 
then edited by John Taylor, Brigham Young said: "For 
the first time in the kingdom of God, the twelve apostles 
of the Lamb, chosen by revelation, in this last dispen­
sation of the gospel for the winding up scene, present 
themselves before the Saints, to stand in their lot accord~ 
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ing to appointment." While the prophet lived, we all 
walked by 'sight;' be is taken from us and we must now 
walk by 'faith.'" (Italics mine.) Brigham had no am­
bition then, on his own behalf or that of his quorum, to 
succeed to the prophetic office and First Presidency of 
the church. 

2. We quote again from the ''Epistle" of the apostles, 
signed by Brigham Young, their president: "Let no 
man presume for a moment that his [Joseph's] place 
will be filled by another, for, remember, he stands 1'n Ms 
own place and always will; and the twelve apostles of 
this dispensation stand in their own place and always 
will." 

What a stern and just rebuke to the present claim of 
the Utah church, that only a week before this language 
was penned the apostles had been sustained by the 
church as the First Presidency! What overwhelming 
proof that the account of the proceedings of the meet­
ing of August 8, 1844, as published in the Millennial Star 
in 1863 had been doctored to better subserve the pur­
poses of the growing ambition of the apostles of the 
Utah faction of the church! What conclusive evidence! 

3. That the following account of the meeting of 
August 8, 184!, as published in the Times and Seasons, 
September 2, 1844, vol. 5, p. 638, is correct: "The 
question was put, 'all in favor of supporting the Twelve 
in their calling, (every quorum, man and woman,~ signify 
it by the uplifted hand;' and the vote was unanimous, 
no hand being raised in the negative." (ItaUcs mine.) 
Certainly; sustained "in their calling." 

This reminds us that the position of the apostles then, 
in wishing "To stand in their lot according to appoint­
ment," their assurance to the church that the "Twelve 
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stand in their own place and always will," and the action 
of the Saints in supporting the Twelve "in their call­
ing," was all in harmony with the law of God; while 
the present erroneous pretensions of the Utah church 
that Joseph designed the Twelve to assume the burden 
of the First Presidency after his death, that he pre­
pared them for this work by conferring on them ''every 
key, power, gift, anointing and blessing which had 
been placed upon his head," that the church sustained 
them, August 8, 1844, as the First Presidency, are all in 
direct contradiction to the law of the Lord, given to the 
church through Joseph the S;:,er. The law says: 
"Therefore, let every man stand in his own office, and 
labor in his own calling."-Doc. and Cov. 83: 21. Utah 
ed., sec. 84. Later on, as though anticipating that 
there were aspiring men in the church, who would not 
be satisfied to "stand in his own office," the Lord 
repeats the warning thus: "Wherefore, now let every 
man learn his duty, and to act in the office in which he 
is appointed, in all diligence."-Doc. and Cov. 104: 44. 
Utah ed., sec. 107. 

Thus does the theory of apostolic succession, the sole 
weliance of the Utah church to fill the first and all suc­
ceeding vacancies in the First Presidency, fail. 

What more frank acknowledgment of its collapse can 
be asked for, than is found on page 22, "Priesthood and 
Presidency" by Charles W. Penrose? He says, "No 
man has taken or aspired to the place of Joseph the 
Prophet." 

Why has no man taken his place? The author gives 
this peculiar explanation(?): "His position was assured 
to him by the Lord in this world and in the world to 
come." As with David Patten: "His priesthood no 
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man taketh from him," but another could be "appointed 
to the same calling." Then, why could not and why 
should not another have been appointed to Joseph's 
calling? And, if appointed why could he not have taken 
Joseph's place? If the theory of apostolic succession to 
the First Presidency is true, why coul'd not and why did 
not the apostles take his place? Was it because the 
"keys" they held did not fit in the door of the First 
Presidency? On same page, the author says: "The 
keys of the kingdom are and have been with the Apos­
tles." Certainly; but what "keys of the kingdom?" The 
keys that pertained to their own office, or those that be­
long to the First Presidency? The revelations of God 
mention keys belonging to different offices in the church 
and carefully distinguish between them. Doctrine and 
Covenants 80: 1. (Utah edition, sec. 81.) "Joseph 
Smith, Jr., unto whom I have given the keys of .the 
kingdom, which belongeth always unto the presidency 
of the high priesthood." Are these the "keys of the 
kingdom" which the Twelve possessed? What right 
had they to "keys which belong always" to another office 
than their own, and a higher office, too? Or, did they 
simply have the keys of their own calling, as provided 
for in the law? Doctrine and Covenants 104: 13: Utah 
edition, sec. 107.) "The Twelve being sent out, holding 
the keys to open the door by the proclamation of the 
gospel." 

"No man has taken or aspired to the place of Joseph 
the Prophet." Is this ·the best the Utah church can do, 
in response to our inquiry: "Have you found the suc­
cessor to .Toseph Smith in the prophetic office and presi· 
dency of the church?" You have successors, but they 
cannot take his place. Noble confession! The exact 
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truth! How different are these would-be leaders from 
the son of the prophet, the successor pointed out by the 
unerring finger of prophecy! 

Reader, let not the errors and inconsistencies concern• 
ing presidency and the empty pretensions of the Utah 
church dishearten: or discourage you. c Liit up your 
head! Behold a star of hope! The prophet-president 
of the Reorganized Church of Jesus Christ of Latter 
Day Saints! Read farther; examine our claims; think; 
analyze and consider wisely "the conclusion of the 
whole matter. •• 
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