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INTRODUCTION
Few homes have escaped the visit of some Mormon “elders.” Mormon missionaries number
in the multiple thousands, plus many other workers. Most of our contacts will be with the young
men who knock on our doors though we may come into contact with other Mormons on occasion.
Most of these representatives will be very poorly prepared for an encounter with you, yet better
prepared than most people they call on. They have received training along limited lines and have
memorized their material. That does not mean they are easy to reach but rather the contrary. Probably the best you can hope for in a discussion with some “elders” is to plant some seed of doubt that
may sprout and grow much later (or protect some others, who may be present, from their influence). They are toughened against being influenced by you and many will appear quite “cocky.”
Their Doctrine and Covenants 43:15 instructs them—
“Again I say, hearken ye elders of my church, whom I have appointed; Ye are not sent forth to be
taught, but to teach the children of men...”

They are not there to hear what you have to say, though they will ordinarily be polite. You may
find them quickly getting up to leave if you show a knowledge of the Bible and/or Mormonism, or
if they feel you are more interested in teaching them than listening to what they have to say.
Mormon doctrine is being exposed for what it is, of purely human origin and there is a mountain of evidence for that. Mormonism is a cult. A “cult” is characterized, first and foremost, by two
identifying items. First, there is a person or persons who are supposedly inspired directly from
God, just like the Apostles in the first century. Their word is law. Some cults exist on the basis of
this point alone, such as Jim Jones or David Koresh and the Branch Davidians. But, larger and
longer lasting cults have another factor—a body of literature produced by the inspired person or
persons that contain the doctrines that must be believed and rules that must be followed.
Those that have been called “The Four Major Cults” are identified as Christian Science, Seventh-Day Adventist, Jehovah’s Witness and Mormonism, though there have been and are others.
The mindset of cult members makes it extremely difficult to reach them but it can be done. Multiplied thousands of people have left cults but have done what has been described as “Running out of
Rome they run past Jerusalem.” Getting out of one false religious group, they wind up with yet
another, or nothing at all.
Many times, the Bible is criticized by these cults, or at least downgraded as of less importance,
while the cult leader or leaders are exalted and their word is greater than the Bible. At all times, the
Bible is perverted to agree with the theology of the leader of the cult. Thus, just quoting scripture
means nothing when a spin is put on it to make it say something it does not say. This is true of the
Four Major Cults. Mormons are fed a diet of the Bible being incomplete and inadequate. Subtle
attacks against the Bible are driven deep into their subconscious thinking. One of the most difficult
things in getting people out of cults is to convince them the Bible is accurate and reliable. A common tendency is for them to become atheists. Giving up the cult theology and having had it hammered into them that the Bible is unreliable, they have nothing to hold on to.
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As seen in the quotation from Orson Pratt on the cover of this material, the Mormons challenge us to look at the evidence, in spite of the “pray through” method borrowed from denominationalism. Many times, when you have used the facts to show the errors of Mormonism, they will
fall back on their “personal testimony.” They will say, “well, there is one thing you will never take
away from me, my personal testimony.” But, just keep plugging away at them with the evidence.
The blame for all their error begins with Joseph Smith. To understand Mormonism, one must
understand the place Joseph Smith has in Mormon thinking. That esteem works against Mormons.
The following material is designed to aid you in going on the attack, to plant those seeds of doubt in
Mormons, to instruct you in fallacies of Mormonism and answer arguments they may present.
There is a wealth of information on Mormon doctrine, history and their so called “inspired” men
that most Mormons not only know nothing about but also have been misinformed by the Church.
In the material here, nearly 100% of the documents are from Mormon sources. Most is presented in the context of the quotation so there is no doubt of its authenticity.
There are a number of works I want to recommend. They are valuable for a better understanding of Mormonism. Also, a search of the web gains a wealth of information both for and against
Mormon doctrine.
NO MAN KNOWS MY HISTORY by the late Fawn Brodie is the classic work
on the history of Mormonism and is the best work ever on the subject of Joseph
Smith. Mrs. Brodie was a biographer and Professor of History at UCLA The
book will give you a “feel” for the times and events like no other production. It is
still available on the internet though it was first published in 1944. When published, it caused shock waves in the Mormon Church that are still being felt. The
author was raised in Mormonism. She was a niece of the 9th Mormon President
and Prophet, David O. McKay and the daughter of a Bishop and Councillor to
high Church officials. She was disfellowshipped because of this book.
MORMONISM - SHADOW OR REALITY, is a condensation of the two
popular reference works, The Case Against Mormonism and The Mormon Kingdom by Jerald and Sandra Tanner, who are the foremost experts on Mormon
doctrine and documents. The Tanners are former Mormons who studied their
way out of the cult. Their books contain excellent material, well arranged and
argued.
THE MYTH OF MORMON INSPIRATION by Brodie Crouch is another
great work on that subject. It also covers material on the inspiration of the Bible.
MORMONISM AND INSPIRATION by Jack Free is also excellent on this
subject. There are other valuable works of more recent publication as well as
numerous websites dedicated to an exposure of Mormon errors. Every facet of
Mormonism is covered and answered. But you have to put some time and effort
into the study.
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INSPIRATION OF MORMON LEADERS
Their claim is direct revelation from God. But constant
changes, modifications and failures show otherwise
From the beginning, Mormon leaders claimed they spoke by inspiration from God. It has
been demanded of Mormons that they accept as the voice of God what their leaders teach them.
Some of the modern “prophets” of Mormonism have even claimed that no previous Mormon
prophet ever taught anything false. The following documents let these leaders speak for themselves.
You will see the claims and the utter failures as their record denies the inspiration from God for
what they taught and what they did. The record of deceit is so clearly exposed by their own mouths
that it is a wonder that Mormons have been unable to see it.
The documents shown here are just a few of what is available on the same subjects. Though few
and representative, they clearly and conclusively present the claims ranging from the beginnings of
Mormonism to modern times. As contradictory and embarrassing as the facts are, the Mormons
have not changed their position on the inspiration of their leaders except, by sophistry, to cover the
failures.
Following these documents will be the Mormon apology that attempts to explain away the
failures as being no failures at all but just a misunderstanding on the part of their critics. Their
attempt is followed by an exposure of its deficiencies.
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Joseph Smith, History Of The Church, Volume 6, May, 1844, page 366
Just before Smith’s death
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Doctrine & Covenants 135, June 27, 1844,
Just following Smith’s death
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Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, Volume 3, February 17, 1856
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Heber C. Kimball, Journal of Discourses, Volume 6, November 8, 1857
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Heber C. Kimball, Journal of Discourses, Volume 6, November 8, 1857
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Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, Volume 7, October 9, 1859
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Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, Volume 8, September 9, 1860
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Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, Volume 9, July 28, 1861
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Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, Volume 9, February 23, 1862
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Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, Volume 12, December 29: 1867
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Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, Volume 14, August 13, 1871
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Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, Volume 16, August 31, 1873
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Joseph Smith equal with Jesus as Saviour of mankind
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President Joseph Fielding Smith, Doctrines of Salvation, Volume 3, 1954
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President Joseph Fielding Smith, Doctrines of Salvation, Volume1, 1954
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This is the report of a speech given by President Ezra Taft Benson, February 26, 1980 at BYU.
He claimed that the “Living Prophet” is “More Vital to Us Than The Standard Works.” Those “standard works” are the Bible, the Book of Mormon,
Doctrine and Covenants and Pearl of Great Price.
When the speech was first reproduced, here
taken from a local Mormon newspaper, the paper
left out one of the points in the speech. Notice that
fourteen points are designated but the actual sixth
point was dropped so there are only thirteen points
in this reproduction. Point seventh is listed as
point sixth, point sixth is left out and numbering
jumps to eighth. Following is the missing point—
“SIXTH: The prophet does not have to say ‘Thus saith the Lord’ to give us scripture. Sometimes
there are those who haggle over words. They might say the prophet gave us counsel but that we are not
obligated to follow it unless he says it is a commandment. But the Lord says of the prophet, ‘Thou
shalt give heed unto all his words and commandments which he shall give unto you.’ (D&C 21:4. And
speaking of taking counsel from the prophet, in D&C 109:1, the Lord states: ‘Verily thus saith the
Lord unto you, my servant Lyman: your sins are forgiven you, because you have obeyed my voice in
coming up hither this morning to receive counsel of him whom I have appointed.’ Said Brigham
Young, ‘I have never yet preached a sermon and sent it out to the children of men, that they may not
call it scripture.’ (JD 13:95).”

So, anything the prophet says is scripture. Notice point Fourth. It is stated that “The Prophet
will never lead the Church astray.” Benson then quotes from Wilford Woodruff—
“I say to Israel, the Lord will never permit me or any other man who stands as president of the
Church to lead you astray. It is not in the program. It is not in the mind of God.” The Discourses of
Wilford Woodruff, pp. 212-213.)

That certainly includes Joseph Smith as the first president and prophet. So the claim is that
Smith could never lead them astray. However, the evidence is that Smith did lead them astray many
times on many different things. But one Mormon prophet speaks one thing at one time and another one speaks the opposite. Some things that Smith taught by “revelation” were later abandoned
or contradicted by other pronouncements. Actually, some things Smith taught were later changed
by himself to the opposite of what he had formerly instructed by “revelation.”
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THE GATHERING TO ZION
We have clearly seen the claims made that Joseph Smith was directly guided by God for what she
taught and did; he was as inspired as any first century Apostle and did as much for the salvation of
man as Jesus. We will not put that claim to the test with just one dramatic failure. Evidence of
failures on other subject will follow in this series.
Probably the most important early prophecy of Joseph Smith was “The Gathering to Zion.”
This gathering was to be in a place in western Missouri. It was a promise that lingered in Mormonism for well over a hundred years after it was supposed to be fulfilled, the carrot that was frequently
dangled before the Mormons. It is almost identical, even to some of the language used, to the
“prophecy” at a later time of Charles Russell and his Jehovah’s Witness posterity concerning 1914.
Russell predicted the end would come in 1914 and when it didn’t, the idea was changed to the
end would appear within the lifetime of the “generation” that was alive and witnessed the year 1914.
That miserably failed as well and so a cover-up had to be substituted by redefining the terms to allow
a much longer, open ended, period of time. (For more information on this, see the Jehovah’s
Witness section on this website). The Witness position has obviously failed. So, the Mormons have
had to abandon the Gathering promise as well, out of the sheer impossibility of its fulfillment.
They have done just what the Witnesses have done, redefined the terms of the prophecy and give it
an open-ended, indefinite, length of time to be fulfilled. Anything is done to defend the “prophet”
and hang on to their doctrines.
“The Gathering” was not in regard to some general location or time. It involved a specific
piece of ground, even a specific lot in a city, along with a specific time when it would happen. It was
also a test of Smith’s “inspiration.” One of the pages in the material here is a statement from Orson
Pratt, one of the original Apostles of the Mormon Church. Pratt accurately states the importance of
this prophecy to Smith’s claim to being a prophet. He says that if this prophecy is false, then Smith
is an imposter and a deceiver. We can readily see that the prophecy was false so by Apostle Pratt’s
own statement, Joseph Smith was an impostor and a deceiver. The statements concerning this
prophecy can still be read in the present day printings of Doctrine and Covenants, one of the standard works of the Mormon Church. Keep in mind that the D&C supposedly contains inspired
records that came directly from God, prophesies. We will see in the course of this series that many
early “revelations” were changed dramatically as events made them impossible or embarrassing to
keep in their original form.
At the same time, the entire episode does not involve just general statements of the gathering to
Zion. As things developed, Smith issued amendments to it that also failed; as one failure came,
another cover-up had to be issued. After the death of Smith, The Gathering was still being defended,
even to relatively modern times in the 20th century. The failure of Smith in regard to this one
“prophecy” is enough to show, as Pratt says, that Smith was an impostor and deceiver.
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“The Gathering” — What Was Supposed To Happen?
Simply, all of the Mormon “saints” were supposed to gather together in that one place, Independence, Missouri, build a temple surrounded by a great city, much like they later attempted to do
in Nauvoo. This place was to be Zion. It would be the place where Jesus would set His throne when
He returned to earth to reign through the millennium. It was a special little kingdom over which
Joseph Smith would rule. They were thwarted by the opposition of Missouri people who didn’t
want them there. The Mormons were chased out of every place they tried to settle, first Kirtland,
Ohio, then Jackson County, Missouri and finally Nauvoo, Illinois. Now, Utah is referred to as
Zion. Following is one former Mormon’s comments—
“Most Mormon teachings are like clay to conveniently be molded, remolded, shaped and reshaped by Mormon leaders as they see fit. I’m sure that in the past, whenever Mormon leaders found it
useful to manipulate the members by emphasizing the geographical concept of Zion, they did just that.
Likewise, whenever they find it advantageous to emphasize the concept as an inclusive abstraction, they
do that as well. It served Brigham Young well to promote the idea of Utah (his seat of power) being the
center of Zion. It serves the current leadership well to de-emphasize that, but the legacy of the beliefs of
past generations linger on.”
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Apostle Orson Pratt, Orson Pratt’s Works, 1851
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The “Revelation” was given to Joseph Smith in July, 1831. This was the beginning. It determines the place where the City of Zion was to be built, the place of the gathering of the saints from all
over the world. This, and other “revelations” about “Zion” are still being printed in the present
issues of Doctrine and Covenants. Independence, Jackson County, Missouri would be the center of
Mormonism. A City was to be built and a temple erected. It never happened. The lot designated,
where the temple was to have been built, has never been in the hands of the Utah Mormons.
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In September, 1832, Smith is even more specific in detailing where, not only a city is to be built
but as importantly, a temple constructed. A particular lot is chosen, hereafter known as the “temple
lot.” The claim is that God chose the spot. The temple would be erected on that spot “in this
generation.” Sounds like the Jehovah’s Witnesses, does it not? The Utah Mormons have never
owned that particular lot. See the page after the next.
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This is the same Section of D&C as the previous page. It emphasizes that God told them to
build His house “in this generation upon the consecrated spot as I have appointed.” Neither came
even close to being fulfilled!
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The Temple Lot in Independence, MO

The Temple Lot is owned by a small sect of early Mormonism that bought the lot in Independence in 1867. This group, also known as “Hedrickites,” has its headquarters on the lot and has
stated that it will not cooperate with any Latter Day Saint organizations in building a temple nor
will it sell the Temple Lot. The following is from Wikipedia—
“Though the Church of Christ (Temple Lot) initially accepted the leadership and doctrines of the
Latter Day Saint movement’s founding prophet, Joseph Smith, Jr., in the 1920s they changed their
policy regarding which of his revelations they would accept. The church thereafter asserted that
revelations recorded after the publication of the Book of Commandments in 1833 were not divinely
inspired, claiming that Smith ‘fell’ from his calling with such doctrines as plural marriage and the
introduction of church hierarchical offices (including the office of high priest in June of 1831). For
this reason, unlike some other Latter Day Saint denominations, the church does not have a prophet or
a First Presidency. Instead the church declares that it is headed directly by Jesus Christ through a
Quorum of Twelve Apostles. The council responds officially through its secretary. The church’s
official ‘standards of faith’ are the Bible and the Book of Mormon.”

William Bickerton: The Church of Jesus Christ
Sydney Rigdon: “Rigdonites”
Granville Hedrick - The Church of Christ (Temple Lot)

Joseph Smith

Joseph Smith III - The Community of Christ (RLDS)

James Strang - The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints
Brigham Young - The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints

Fundamentalist Church of Jesus
Christ of Latter-day Saints

The Temple Lot with the Temple Lot
Church of Christ in the background

The Temple Lot with the Community of
Christ’s Auditorium (RLDS) in the background
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This article was written by Joseph Smith to the editor of a newspaper in Rochester, NY, January
4, 1833. Smith subsequently claimed, according to a footnote in this article in the History of the
Church, that he was commanded by the Lord to write it. Note that Smith says that some of “those
now living upon the earth whose eyes shall not be closed in death until they see all these things,
which I have spoken, fulfilled.”
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Joseph Smith, History of the Church, December 5, 1833. Trouble had begun and the Mormons were being driven out of the area by the locals. Smith is cautioning them not to see their lands
because it was property the Lord had appointed for Zion. Six months later, History of the Church,
Vol. 1, page 127, Smith was still telling them that to sell their land would “amount to a denial of our
faith, as that land is the place where the Zion of God shall stand, according to our faith and belief in
the revelations of God, and upon which Israel will be gathered, according to the prophets...”
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By August of 1834, a time had been set when they would take over Jackson County, Missouri.
The “appointed” time for which would be two years from the following eleventh of September.
Take note that it would be not only within that generation but a date had been set for the beginning
of it. Never happened.
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A “revelation” to Smith June 22, 1834. The Mormons were on the run from Missourians who
considered the Mormons a threat. Mormons were beginning to settle in nearby counties. The
Mormon God was very promising but powerless to save them from the predicament. “God” promised He would fight their battles and destroy their enemies so no one would stop them from claiming the land for the gathering. Didn’t happen!
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Having been run out of Jackson County, Mormons tried to settle in various outlying places. In
1836, the state of Missouri created Caldwell county, north of Independence, just for the Mormons.
Two prominent Mormons founded a town they called Far West. Joseph Smith and Sidney Rigdon
returned there from the Church’s headquarters in Kirtland, Ohio as a persecution had broken out
against them there. They started to build a town and a temple at Far West, modeled after what had
been planned for Independence. Now, God’s revelations to Smith were in regard to Far West, just
as they had been for Independence. God couldn’t get the job done in Jackson County so His efforts
now would center on Far West. That only lasted two years.
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The non-Mormon Missourians did not want the Mormons to take over the territory, as it
appeared the Mormons had planned to do. Trouble was bound to come, and it did. Constant
opposition with attacks on the outlying properties soon pushed the Mormons into a defensive role
in Far West. The Governor called out some 2500 troops to put down what he called “the Mormon
Insurrection.”
Mormon leaders, including Joseph Smith were taken into custody, tried and sentenced to death,
which, obviously, was never carried out. After a few months in jail at Liberty, 30 miles south of Far
West, they were turned loose. All Mormons left the state and settled in Nauvoo, Ill.
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Having been run out of Missouri, the Mormons take over Nauvoo, Illinois. Now it is Nauvoo
that must be the city to build up and become a great city for gathering the saints, the same purpose
given for Independence and Far West.
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Smith calls on God for guidance and gets the answer he wants, “build up a city and call my
Saints to this place.” They were industrious and built a city of several thousand that included a
temple. It didn’t last long. Smith was killed the next year and soon after, the majority of Mormons
followed Brigham Young to Utah. Smith wasn’t doing very well as a prophet, or even as a leader.
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The Millennial Star was published by Mormons in Britain. Here, in 1846, they reveal that the
most important doctrine of Mormons in that day was that of “The Gathering.” They were still
holding on to that “prophesy” of Joseph Smith.
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Heber C. Kimball, Journal of Discourses, Volume 5, August 2, 1857. The Mormons are in Utah
but still keeping alive the purpose of fulfilling the prophecy of Joseph Smith about building Zion in
Independence, Missouri.
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Heber C. Kimball, Journal of Discourses, Volume 6, December 22, 1857. Kimball is even
more definite about the faith of the Mormons in the “prophesy.”
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Apostle George Q. Cannon, Journal of Discourses, Volume 10, October 23, 1860. There has
been a steady stream of “revelation” from the establishment of the Church. The Gathering to Zion
will soon occur.
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Apostle Orson Pratt, Journal of Discourses, Volume 13, April 10, 1870. We jump here from the
1864 statement of Cannon to 1870 and another Mormon Apostle. The same assurances are given
despite the passage of time and the serious setbacks in regard to this doctrine that Mormons had experienced since 1831 when the prophelsy was first given. Note also the similarities with Beth Sarim of
Jehovah’s Witnesses - Zion was to be the headquarters for the prophets and Apostles.
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Apostle Orson Pratt, Journal of Discourses, Volume 17, June 14, 1874. Four more years have
passed, but Pratt is still filling the Mormons dreams with the fulfillment of Smith’s prophecy.
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Joseph Fielding Smith, The Way To Perfection, 1945. Smith was later to become the tenth
President of the Church. Though many years had passed, they were still expecting, in 1945, for the
prophecy to be fulfilled.
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Joseph Fielding Smith, again. Though 114 years had passed since the “revelation” by Joseph
Smith had been given, here is a man destined to become the inspired prophet and President of the
Church who is telling Mormons that there were people who were adult Mormons when the prophecy was given in 1831 who are still living as he spoke and they will see the prophecy fulfilled.
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Klaus F. Hansen, Mormon scholar, Dialogue: A Journal Of Mormon Thought, Autumn, 1966
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John J. Stewart, Mormon scholar, Dialogue: A Journal of Mormon Thought, 1966
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John J. Clayton, Mormon scholar, Dialogue: A Journal Of Mormon Thought, Autumn, 1968.
It has now been 137 years since the prophecy was given. Look at the details of it. The whole thing is
now abandoned and would be a disaster. But what happend to Joseph Smith being inspired and his
prophecies true? Remember what Apostle Orson Pratt said - the veracity of Joseph Smith as a prophet
hinged on this one prophecy. If it proved to be false, then Smith was a fraud! Well?
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The Mormon Attempt To Cover-up The Failures
To Participate in the Gathering:
A Commitment by Covenant
“Here on earth, missionary work is crucial to the gathering of Israel. The gospel was
to be taken first to the “lost sheep of the house of Israel.” Consequently, servants of the
Lord have gone forth proclaiming the Restoration. In many nations our missionaries
have searched for those of scattered Israel; they have hunted for them “out of the holes of
the rocks”; and they have fished for them as in ancient days.
The choice to come unto Christ is not a matter of physical location; it is a matter of
individual commitment. People can be “brought to the knowledge of the Lord” without
leaving their homelands. True, in the early days of the Church, conversion often meant
emigration as well. But now the gathering takes place in each nation. The Lord has decreed
the establishment of Zion in each realm where He has given His Saints their birth and
nationality. Scripture foretells that the people “shall be gathered home to the lands of their
inheritance, and shall be established in all their lands of promise.” “Every nation is the
gathering place for its own people.” The place of gathering for Brazilian Saints is in Brazil;
the place of gathering for Nigerian Saints is in Nigeria; the place of gathering for Korean
Saints is in Korea; and so forth. Zion is “the pure in heart.” Zion is wherever righteous
Saints are. Publications, communications, and congregations are now such that nearly all
members have access to the doctrines, keys, ordinances, and blessings of the gospel, regardless of their location.
Spiritual security will always depend upon how one lives, not where one lives. Saints
in every land have equal claim upon the blessings of the Lord.
This work of Almighty God is true. He lives. Jesus is the Christ. This is His Church,
restored to accomplish its divine destiny, including the promised gathering of Israel. President Gordon B. Hinckley is God’s prophet today. I so testify in the name of Jesus Christ,
amen.” Ensign, Nov. 2006
Joseph Smith was a false prophet, his predictions were failures. This can easily be demonstrated. Smith claimed that what he spoke was specifically revealed to him from God, a claim that
continues to be repeated and believed by his followers. Smith was too specific to be misunderstood.
The Foundation for Apologetic Information and Research (FAIR) is a Mormon apologetic
organization that defends Mormonism against attacks on its evidences and claims. They say the
following—
“The Foundation for Apologetic Information & Research (FAIR) was formed in late
1997 by a group of Mormons in an attempt to defend their faith from detractors who
frequented online message boards.”

On their website can be found responses to 50 items that have been contested by critics who
insist that there is no direct inspiration among Mormons from its beginning to the present time.
We will investigate their claims in regard to different Parts of this series on different subjects.
The Mormon defense from FAIR will be enclosed in lines, as the above, followed by a response.
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The prophecy about building a temple in Independence and a city, from FAIR website
“On 20 July 1831 Joseph Smith recorded a revelation identifying Independence, Missouri, as ‘the
center place; and a spot for the temple is lying westward, upon a lot which is not far from the courthouse’
(D&C 57:3). Joseph and Sidney Rigdon dedicated a site for the temple on 3 August 1831. The following
year, Joseph received another revelation concerning the gathering to Zion:
“2 [T]he word of the Lord concerning his church, established in the last days for the restoration of his
people, as he has spoken by the mouth of his prophets, and for the gathering of his saints to stand upon
Mount Zion, which shall be the city of New Jerusalem.
“3 Which city shall be built, beginning at the temple lot, which is appointed by the finger of the Lord,
in the western boundaries of the State of Missouri, and dedicated by the hand of Joseph Smith, Jun., and
others with whom the Lord was well pleased.
“4 Verily this is the word of the Lord, that the city New Jerusalem shall be built by the gathering of the
saints, beginning at this place, even the place of the temple, which temple shall be reared in this generation.
“5 For verily this generation shall not all pass away until an house shall be built unto the Lord, and a
cloud shall rest upon it, which cloud shall be even the glory of the Lord, which shall fill the house.—D&C
84:2–5, emphasis added .
“The Saints were expelled from Jackson County in late 1834, before they could make any progress on
the temple. Despite their best efforts, they were unable to return to reclaim their lands. After they settled in
Nauvoo, Illinois, Joseph recorded another revelation rescinding the earlier commandment to build the
Independence temple:
“49 Verily, verily, I say unto you, that when I give a commandment to any of the sons of men to do a
work unto my name, and those sons of men go with all their might and with all they have to perform that
work, and cease not their diligence, and their enemies come upon them and hinder them from performing
that work, behold, it behooveth me to require that work no more at the hands of those sons of men, but to
accept of their offerings....51 Therefore, for this cause have I accepted the offerings of those whom I commanded to build up a city and a house unto my name, in Jackson county, Missouri, and were hindered by
their enemies, saith the Lord your God.”—Doctrine & Covenants 124:49, 51
Meaning of “shall”
“It is unclear from the wording of the 1832 revelation whether Joseph Smith meant it to be a prophecy
or a commandment. When he declared the “temple shall be reared in this generation,” it’s possible that he
meant this as a directive (Compare to the ten commandments: “thou shalt..” and D&C 59:5-13). If this is the
case, D&C 84 is not actually a prophecy.
Meaning of “generation”
“If the revelation is meant as a prophecy, the timeline for its fulfillment depends on what Joseph meant
by “generation.” Typically we consider this to mean the lifespan of those living at the time of the revelation.
However, in scriptural language “generation” can indicate a longer period of time.
During his ministry in Jerusalem, Jesus revealed the signs of his second coming, and prophesied that
“this generation shall not pass, till all these things be fulfilled” (Matthew 24:34). All those who heard his
prophecy died nearly 2,000 years ago, so evidently Jesus meant “generation” to mean “age” or some other
long period of time. It’s possible that Joseph meant the same thing in his revelation about the Independence
temple, and therefore the time period for its fulfillment is still open.
Conclusion
“Joseph Smith’s revelation in D&C 84 may appear on the surface to be a failed prophecy, but a more
nuanced exegesis reveals that it may not have been a prophecy, and if it is, its fulfillment is still in the future.
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ANSWER----------------------------------------------------------

The “evidence” in FAIR’s claim is nothing but assertion, and not even clever assertion at that.
Unfortunately for them, Joseph Smith said much more on the subject than just the “revelation” in
D&C that they refer to but that alone is enough to establish it as a failed prophecy. Let’s begin a
review with their assertion on “Generation.”
(1) Notice that the statement of D&C quoted by them says “this” generation. They rightly say
that the word “typically” means the generation living at the time of the revelation. That is correct
and “THIS generation” makes it even more specific of the people living when Smith made the
statement.
(2) The misuse of Matthew 24:34 is also typical of Mormons who know nothing about what the
Bible teaches. When Jesus said that “This generation shall not pass away, till all these things be
accomplished,” he meant the generation of people living right then. Jesus is answering the questions asked by His disciples. Jesus had just pointed out that the time was coming when the temple
would be completely destroyed. The disciples asked when that would happen and what would be the
sign of His coming and the end of the world. Jesus answers those questions in order. He first
answers their first question and gives the signs of the destruction of Jerusalem and the temple. The
fulfillment of that would occur in A.D. 70 when the Romans destroyed the city and the temple.
Everything Jesus said through verse 33 concerned the destruction of Jerusalem followed by His
statement about “this generation.” After verse 34, Jesus then deals with the second question of the
disciples about His second coming and the end of the world. Jesus says there are no signs and they
had to be constantly ready. The temple WAS destroyed within the generation of people then living
just as Jesus said. Thus, the Mormon apologists are completely wrong in their attempt to use the
Bible to shore up their argument.
(3) January 4, 1833, Joseph Smith wrote to a newspaper. This is also supposed to be a prophecy of the Civil War, but that was a failure, also. The “not many years” refers to “this generation,”
which tells us what “generation” means in Smith’s prophecies; it means the people living at the time
the “prophecy” is given. Smith also mentions the “gathering together to Zion, which is in the state
of Missouri” that is in keeping with his prophecy about The Gathering. It was already occurring, he
insists. He then says that “there are those now living upon the earth whose eyes shall not be closed
in death until they see all these things which I have spoken, fulfilled” That should settle what “generation” means! Here is the statement from Smith in context, which we have before seen on a
previous page in this material—
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4) Smith reasserted the the prophecy and set a date for it as “the appointed time” for the redemption of Zion. Note—

(5) Mormon leaders who were companions of Joseph Smith, even Mormon “Prophets,” understood that the prophecy of the gathering meant within the generation of people living at the time
it was given. Some later, like Joseph Fielding Smith, expected that there would still be some alive a
hundred years or more after the prophecy was given so it could be fulfilled “within this generation.”
(6) The quotation from D&C 124 that FAIR cites is not an excuse for failure but just more
evidence of Smith’s deceit. Consider: When the prophecy is not fulfilled, it is very convenient for
God to issue another revelation that if God’s enemies hinder them from doing their part, then God
does not hold them accountable for fulfilling the prophecy. That’s a good “out” whenever one of
his “prophecies” failed. No one could put any confidence in any of his prophecies ever coming to
pass with a God that powerless. The enemies were more powerful than God. Whatever happened
to the “revelation” given to Smith from God that the people were not to worry because God would
fight their battles for them! Smith tried to cover all bases to hide his failures and keep the people
doing what he told them to do.
(7) Also, the modern day Mormon scholars, noted before, acknowledge that to bring such a
“prophecy” to pass today would be a disaster to the Mormon Church.
(8) The attempt by FAIR to define “shall” in order to demote the revelation from being a
prophecy to just a command that could be fulfilled in any century, is shown to be ridiculous. Notice what they say: “It is unclear from the wording of the 1832 revelation whether Joseph Smith
meant it to be a prophecy or a commandment. When he declared the “temple shall be reared in this
generation,” it’s possible that he meant this as a directive....” That is a very positive maybe! When
there are two choices and one of the choices is just “possible” then it is also “possible” for the other
choice to be its meaning that it was actually a prophecy and not just a directive! However, the
evidence is too clearly stated. Joseph Smith claimed a prophetic revelation from God that was a
complete failure, start to finish. Look at the evidence.
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“Originally the gathering was to be to the center of Zion, Independence, Missouri, but when the
Mormons were driven out of both Missouri and Illinois they had to broaden the concept of “Zion.” It
changed to mean all of North America. However, in the twentieth century the Mormon Church deemphasized the importance of the gathering. As noted, speaking at the October 2006 LDS conference
Apostle Russell M. Nelson explained that the Mormons are to gather in their own homelands, not to
come to America: The choice to come unto Christ is not a matter of physical location; it is a matter
of individual commitment. . . . True, in the early days of the Church, conversion often meant emigration as well. But now the gathering takes place in each nation. The Lord has decreed the establishment
of Zion in each realm where He has given His Saints their birth and nationality. . . . The place of
gathering for Brazilian Saints is in Brazil; the place of gathering for Nigerian Saints is in Nigeria; the
place of gathering for Korean Saints is in Korea; and so forth.” (Ensign, Nov. 2006).

Notice: He says that the Lord has decreed the establishment of Zion in each realm where He has
given His Saints their birth and nationality. With their prophets throughout their history continually prefacing their declarations with the same claim that the Lord decrees it and yet they fail in the
decrees, why should we accept this modern apostle’s word for it? That isn’t any better than the
modern televangelists claiming “The Lord told me,” or “The Lord told me to tell you...” That’s
easy to say but none of it is true.
The same claims of inspiration are made by the Mormon Church at the present times. Fourteen Fundamentals in Following the Prophets, p. 5, says “The Prophet will never lead the church
astray.” From a manual for new converts, Gospel Principles, p.46, says, “The Lord will never
allow the president of the church to teach us false doctrine.” The utter failures littering their history
show that these assertions are deceitful. They attempt to cover up their failures and explain away
such statements as these but turn around and teach them to Mormons.
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

The word of the Lord never changeth?
Just as Missouri was to have been Zion according to revelation, but is no longer seen as such, so
too have other revelations failed to prove reliable. Polygamy was to have been unassailable because it
was “the order of heaven”; Negroes were not to get the priesthood until after the second coming;
coloured people were to have turned white as a sign of their increasing righteousness.
All these were announced with a mighty fanfare and a “Thus saith the Lord”. Laws and edicts
handed down from the mountain top in pronouncements that became scripture, and were published in the Doctrine and Covenants. Their reversal was done “as in a corner” in mild announcements in the stop press of Church publications - if announced at all. Nothing of any significance has
been added to the “scriptures” of the Church since 1847. This in spite of the fact that momentous
changes have been made to both doctrine and practice. Think of it. Almost one hundred and fifty
years without revelation in a church that claims to be, above all churches, “the only true church on
the face of the earth, and led by a living prophet”.

Mormonism Against Itself
by Maurice Barnett

Part 2

—More Significant Prophecies That Failed—
—Mormon Defense of Failures—
“Any Latter-day Saint who denounces or opposes, whether actively or otherwise, any plan or doctrine advocated by the ‘prophets, seers, and revelators’ of the Church is cultivating the spirit of
apostasy....Lucifer...wins a great victory when he can get members
of the Church to speak against their leaders and to ‘do their own
thinking.’...
“When our leaders speak, the thinking has been done. When
they propose a plan—it is God’s plan. When they point the way,
there is no other which is safe. When they give direction, it should
mark the end of controversy (Improvement Era, June 1945, p.
354).

Joseph Smith, Nauvoo, IL, 1844, shortly before his death

Introduction
Part 1 showed that Joseph Smith was a false prophet, illustrated by the core prophecy
of early Mormonism, “The Gathering to Zion.” Specific details were given in the “orders” of God through Smith as to the place and time of its occurrence. It was a complete
failure and the prophecy has been explained by Mormon apologists beyond any viable
existence.
In this part we will investigate seven other prophecies that failed. This by no means
exhausts the instances of failed prophecies and changes in revelation by Smith. In another part, we will take a look at how the Book of Mormon was translated and changes
made in it before it even went to the printer. Likewise, there is no more telling instances
of Smith’s being a fraud than that which surrounds the Doctrine & Covenants, the
collection of revelations on many subjects supposedly given by God, primarily to Smith;
some “revelations” were given to others but also included in the D&C. The Book of
Mormon is not the doctrinal foundation of the Mormon Church as is the D&C.
In the coming pages, the specific “prophecy” will be given and failure shown, followed by the Mormon attempt to explain it away in order to maintain Smith as a true
prophet. Mormon sources will be cited so that Smith is accurately quoted in context and
the Mormon apologists will clearly state their case. The History of the Church will be
quoted, as it was in Part 1. It is a seven volume set of books produced by the Mormon
Church so what it says can be taken as being accurate history. The Journal of Discourses
is a multi-volume set also produced by the Mormon Church containing sermons preached
by early Mormons; the sermons of Brigham Young, Mormon President, prophet, revelator will be noted as well as “inspired” apostles. Documents of other Mormons will also
be cited.
Remember the claim of Joseph Smith, supposedly quoting the words of God in a
“revelation” to the Mormons through Smith. Whatever Smith says must be accepted as
coming from the mouth of God—
“Wherefore, meaning the church, thou shalt give heed unto all his words and commandments which he shall give unto you as he receiveth them, walking in all holiness
before me; For his word ye shall receive, as if from mine own mouth in all patience and
faith.” D&C 21:4-5.
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Modern Position On Who Is The Most Inspired
On the following pages is a presentation by Ezra Taft Benson, soon to become after
this speech the President of the Mormon Church for nine years. It declares that the
living prophet, the President of the Church, is more important that a dead one, more
important than the standard works of the Church—The Book of Mormon, Doctrine and
Covenants, Pearl of Great Price and the Bible. What that means is that yesterday’s truth
is today’s error and today’s truth is tomorrow’s error.
What Ezra Taft Benson said in 1980 is what was before presented by Apostle Bruce
McConkie in 1978. For long generations, the Mormon position on the Negro was that
they became black because of sin and would forever be denied the Priesthood. This
excluded them from any possibility of becoming Gods. This was changed in the Summer
of 1978 when President Spencer Kimball had a “revelation” that would allow Negroes to
have full access to everything others had in the Church. Factually, the reason for the
change in the doctrine was that Temples were being built in so many other places, especially South America, and converseions were being made among so many whose ancestry
could not be determined. It had been formerly taught by “inspired prophets” of the
Church, Brigham Young for instance, that just one drop of Negro blood in a man would
exclude one from the Priesthood. Unable to determine what to do regarding all of these
converts, the best thing to do was to change the rules. Hence, a “revelation” that removed the obstacle! The following is a quotation from McConkie’s speech—
“There are statements in our literature by the early brethren which we have interpreted to mean that the Negroes would not receive the priesthood in mortality. I have said
the same things, and people write me letters and say, ‘You said such and such, and how is it
now that we do such and such?’ And all I can say to that is that it is time disbelieving people
repented and got in line and believed in a living, modern prophet. Forget everything that
I have said, or what President Brigham Young or President George Q. Cannon or
whomsover has said in days past that is contrary to the present revelation. We spoke with
a limited understanding and without the light and knowledge that now has come into the
world.”

Forget about revelation from the past. Only the present “revelators” matter. So—
“Any Latter-day Saint who denounces or opposes, whether actively or otherwise, any
plan or doctrine advocated by the ‘prophets, seers, and revelators’ of the Church is cultivating the spirit of apostasy....Lucifer...wins a great victory when he can get members of the
Church to speak against their leaders and to ‘do their own thinking.’...
“When our leaders speak, the thinking has been done. When they propose a plan—it
is God’s plan. When they point the way, there is no other which is safe. When they give
direction, it should mark the end of controversy.” (Improvement Era, June 1945, p.
354).

But, noting the past failures of the Mormon “inspired revelators,” any Mormon
prophet and his “revelation” is suspect, past, present or future. Though past “revelations” were supposedly by specific revelation from God, they are in fact human error.
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FOURTEEN FUNDAMENTALS IN FOLLOWING THE PROPHETS
By President Ezra TaftBenson
BYU Devotional Assembly
Tuesday, February 26, 1980, 10:00 a.m.
My beloved brothers and sisters. I am honored to be in your presence today. You
students are a part of a choice young generation—a generation which might well witness
the return of our Lord.
Not only is the Church growing in numbers today, it is growing in faithfulness and,
even more important, our young generation, as a group, is even more faithful than the
older generation. God has reserved you for the eleventh hour—the great and dreadful day
of the Lord. It will be your responsibility not only to help bear off the kingdom of God
triumphantly but to save your own soul and strive to save those of your family and to
honor the principles of our inspired constitution.
To help you pass the crucial tests which lie ahead I am going to give you today several
facets of a grand key which, if you will honor, will crown you with God’s glory and bring
you out victorious in spite of Satan’s fury.
Soon we will be honoring our Prophet on his 85th birthday. As a Church we sing the
song, “We Thank Thee, Oh God, For A Prophet.” Here then is the grand key—Follow
The Prophet—and here now are Fourteen Fundamentals In Following the Prophet, the
President of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints.
FIRST: The Prophet is the Only Man Who Speaks For The Lord in Everything.

In Section 132 verse 7 of the Doctrine and Covenants the Lord speaks of the Prophet—
the President—and says:
“There is never but one on the earth at a time on whom this power and the keys of this
priesthood are conferred.”

Then in Section 21 verses 4-6, the Lord states:
“Wherefore, meaning the church, thou shalt give heed unto all his words and commandments which he shall give unto you as he receiveth them, walking in all holiness
before me;
“For his word ye shall receive, as if from mine own mouth, in all patience and faith.
“For by doing these things the gates of hell shall not prevail against you.”

Did you hear what the Lord said about the words of the Prophet? We are to “give heed
unto all his words”—as if from the Lord’s “own mouth.”
SECOND: The Living Prophet is More Vital to Us Than The Standard Works.

President Wilford Woodruff tells of an interesting incident that occurred in the days
of the Prophet Joseph Smith:
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“I will refer to a certain meeting I attended in the town of Kirtland in my early days.
At that meeting some remarks were made that have been made here today, with regard to
the living oracles and with regard to the written word of God. The same principle was
presented, although not as extensively as it has been here, when a leading man in the Church
got up and talked upon the subject, and said: ‘You have got the word of God before you
here in the Bible, Book of Mormon, and Doctrine and Covenants; you have the written
word of God, and you who give revelations should give revelations according to those
books, as what is written in those books is the word of God. We should confine ourselves
to them.’
“When he concluded, Brother Joseph turned to Brother Brigham Young and said,
‘Brother Brigham I want you to take the stand and tell us your views with regard to the
living oracles and the written word of God.’ Brother Brigham took the stand, and he took
the Bible, and laid it down; he took the Book of Mormon, and laid it down; and he took
the Book of Doctrine and Covenants, and laid it down before him, and he said: ‘There is
the written word of God to us, concerning the work of God from the beginning of the
world, almost, to our day. And now, said he, ‘when compared with the living oracles those
books are nothing to me; those books do not convey the word of God direct to us now, as
do the words of a Prophet or a man bearing the Holy Priesthood in our day and generation. I would rather have the living oracles than all the writing in the books.’ That was the
course he pursued. When he was through, Brother Joseph said to the congregation; ‘Brother
Brigham has told you the word of the Lord, and he has told you the truth.’” (CR, October
1897 pp. 18-19.)
THIRD: The Living Prophet is More Important to Us Than a Dead Prophet.

The living prophet has the power of TNT. By that I mean “Today’s News Today.”
God’s revelations to Adam did not instruct Noah how to build the Ark. Noah needed his
own revelation. Therefore the most important prophet so far as you and I are concerned
is the one living in our day and age to whom the Lord is currently revealing. His will for
us. Therefore the most important reading we can do is any of the words of the Prophet
each week in the Church Section of the Deseret News, and any words of the Prophet
contained each month in our Church magazines. Our marching orders for each six
months are found in the General Conference addresses which are printed in the Ensign
magazine.
I am so grateful that the current conference report is studied as part of one of your
religion classes—the course entitled “Teachings of the Living Prophets” number 333.
May I commend that class to you and suggest that you get a copy of the class manual
at your bookstore whether you’re able to take the class or not. The manual is entitled
“Living Prophets For A Living Church” for Religion Course number 333.
Beware of those who would pit the dead prophets against the living prophets, for the
living prophets always take precedence.
FOURTH: The Prophet Will Never Lead The Church Astray.

President Wilford Woodruff stated:
“I say to Israel, the Lord will never permit me or any other man who stands as president of the Church to lead you astray. It is not in the program. It is not in the mind of
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God.” (The Discourses of Wilford Woodruff, pp. 212-213.)

President Marion G. Romney tells of this incident which happened to him:
“I remember years ago when I was a Bishop I had President (Heber J.) Grant talk to
our ward. After the meeting I drove him home . . . Standing by me, he put his arm over my
shoulder and said: ‘My boy, you always keep your eye on the President of the Church, and
if he ever tells you to do anything, and it is wrong, and you do it, the Lord will bless you for
it.’ Then with a twinkle in his eye, he said, ‘But you don’t need to worry. The Lord will
never let his mouthpiece lead the people astray.’” (CR, October 1960, p. 78.)
FIFTH: The Prophet is Not Required to Have Any Particular Earthly Training
or Credentials to Speak on Any Subject or Act on Any Matter at Any Time.

Sometimes there are those who feel their earthly knowledge on a certain subject is
superior to the heavenly knowledge which God gives to His Prophet on the same subject.
They feel the prophet must have the same earthly credentials or training which they have
had before they will accept anything the prophet has to say that might contradict their
earthly schooling. How much earthly schooling did Joseph Smith have? Yet he gave revelations on all kinds of subjects. We haven’t yet had a prophet who earned a doctorate
degree in any subject, but as someone said, “A prophet may not have his PhD but he
certainly has his LDS.” We encourage earthly knowledge in many areas, but remember if
there is ever a conflict between earthly knowledge and the words of the prophet, you
stand with the prophet and you’ll be blessed and time will vindicate you.
SIXTH: The Prophet Does Not Have to Say “Thus Saith the Lord” to Give Us
Scripture.

Sometimes there are those who haggle over words. They might say the prophet gave
us counsel but that we are not obligated to follow it unless he says it is a commandment.
But the Lord says of the Prophet, “Thou shalt give heed unto all his words and commandments which he shall give unto you.” (D&C 21:4.)
And speaking of taking counsel from the Prophet, in D&C 108:1, the Lord states:
“Verily thus saith the Lord unto you, my servant Lyman: Your sins are forgiven you,
because you have obeyed my voice in coming up hither this morning to receive counsel of
him whom I have appointed.”
Said Brigham Young, “I have never yet preached a sermon and sent it out to the children of men, that they may not call scripture.” (JD 13:95.)
SEVENTH: The Prophet Tells Us What We Need to Know, Not Always What We
Want to Know.

“Thou hast declared unto us hard things, more than we are able to bear,” complained
Nephi’s brethren. But Nephi answered by saying “. . . the guilty taketh the truth to be hard,
for it cutteth them to the very center.” (1 Nephi 16:1, 3.) Or to put it in another prophet’s
words, “Hit pigeons flutter.”

Said President Harold B. Lee:
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“You may not like what comes from the authority of the Church. It may contradict
your political views. It may contradict your social views. It may interfere with some of your
social life. . . Your safety and ours depends upon whether or not we follow. . . Let’s keep
our eye on the President of the Church.” (CR, October 1970, p. 152-153.)

But it is the living Prophet who really upsets the world. “Even in the Church,” said
President Kimball, “many are prone to garnish the sepulchres of yesterdays prophets and
mentally stone the living ones.” (Instructor 95:257.)
Why? Because the living prophet gets at what we need to know now, and the world
prefers that prophets either be dead or mind their own business. Some so-called experts
of political science want the prophet to keep still on politics. Some would-be authorities
on evolution want the prophet to keep still on evolution. And so the list goes on and on.
How we respond to the words of a living prophet when he tells us what we need to
know, but would rather not hear, is a test of our faithfulness.
Said President Marion G. Romney, “It is an easy thing to believe in the dead prophets, but it is a greater thing to believe in the living prophets.” And then he gives this
illustration:
“One day when President Grant was living, I sat in my office across the street following a general conference. A man came over to see me, an elderly man. He was very upset
about what had been said in this conference by some of the Brethren, including myself. I
could tell from his speech that he came from a foreign land. After I had quieted him
enough so he would listen, I said, ‘Why did you come to America?’ ‘I am here because a
prophet of God told me to come.’ ‘Who was the prophet;’ I continued. ‘Wilford Woodruff.’ ‘Do you believe Wilford Woodruff was a prophet of God?’ ‘Yes, I do.’ ‘Do you
believe that President Joseph F. Smith was a prophet of God?’ ‘Yes, sir.’
“Then came the sixty-four dollar question. ‘Do you believe that Heber J. Grant is a
prophet of God?’ His answer, ‘I think he ought to keep his mouth shut about old age
assistance.’
“Now I tell you that a man in his position is on the way to apostasy. He is forfeiting his
chances for eternal life. So is everyone who cannot follow the living Prophet of God.”
(CR, April 1953, p. 125.)
EIGHTH: The Prophet is Not Limited by Mens Reasoning.

There will be times when you will have to choose between the revelations of God
and reasoning of men—between the prophet and the politician or professor. Said the
Prophet Joseph Smith,
“Whatever God requires is right, no matter what it is, although we may not see the
reason thereof until long after the events transpire.” (Scrapbook of Mormon Literature,
Vol. 2, p. 173.)

Would it seem reasonable to an eye doctor to be told to heal a blind man by spitting
in the dirt, making clay and applying it to the man’s eyes and then telling him to wash in
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a contaminated pool? Yet this is precisely the course that Jesus took with one man, and
he was healed. (See John 9:6-7.) Does it seem reasonable to cure leprosy by telling a man
to wash seven times 15 in a particular river, yet this is precisely what the Prophet Elisha
told a leper to do, and he was healed. (See 2 Kings 5.)
“For my thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are your ways my ways, saith the
Lord. For as the heavens are higher than the earth, so are my ways higher than your ways,
and my thoughts than your thoughts.” (Isaiah 55:8, 9.)
NINTH: The Prophet Can Receive Revelation on Any Matter—Temporal or
Spiritual.

Said Brigham Young:
“Some of the leading men in Kirtland were much opposed to Joseph the Prophet,
meddling with temporal affairs. . .
“In a public meeting of the Saints, I said, ‘Ye Elders of Israel, . . . will some of you
draw the line of demarcation, between the spiritual and temporal in the Kingdom of God,
so that I may understand it?’ Not one of them could do it. . .
“I defy any man on earth to point out the path a Prophet of God should walk in, or
point out his duty, and just how far he must go, in dictating temporal or spiritual things.
Temporal and spiritual things are inseparably connected, and ever will be.” (JD 10:363364.)
TENTH: The Prophet May be Involved in Civic Matters.

When a people are righteous they want the best to lead them in government. Alma
was the head of the Church and of the government in the Book of Mormon; Joseph
Smith was mayor of Nauvoo and Brigham Young was governor of Utah. Isaiah was
deeply involved in giving counsel on political matters and of his words the Lord Himself
said, “Great are the words of Isaiah.” (3 Nephi 23:1.) Those who would remove prophets
from politics would take God out of government.
ELEVENTH: The Two Groups Who Have The Greatest Difficulty in Following The
Prophet Are The Proud Who Are Learned And The Proud Who Are Rich.

The learned may feel the prophet is only inspired when he agrees with them, otherwise the prophet is just giving his opinion—speaking as a man. The rich may feel they have
no need to take counsel of a lowly prophet.
In the Book of Mormon we read:
“O that cunning plan of the evil one! O the vainness, and the frailties, and the foolishness of men! When they are learned they think they are wise, and they hearken not unto
the counsel of God, for they set it aside, supposing they know of themselves, wherefore,
their wisdom is foolishness and it profiteth them not. And they shall perish.”
“But to be learned is good if they hearken unto the counsels of God.”
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“And whoso knocketh, to him will he open; and the wise, and the learned, and they
that are rich, who are puffed up because of their learning, and their wisdom, and their
riches—yea, they are they whom he despiseth; and save they shall cast these things away, and
consider themselves fools before God, and come down in the depths of humility, he will
not open unto them.” (2 Nephi 9:28, 29, 42.)
TWELFTH: The Prophet Will Not Necessarily be Popular With The World or The
Worldly.

As a prophet reveals the truth it divides the people. The honest in heart heed his
words but the unrighteous either ignore the prophet or fight him. When the prophet
points out the sins of the world, the worldly either want to close the mouth of the
prophet, or else act as if the prophet didn’t exist, rather than repent of their sins. Popularity is never a test of truth. Many a prophet has been killed or cast out. As we come
closer to the Lord’s second coming you can expect that as the people of the world
become more wicked, the prophet will be less popular with them.
THIRTEENTH: The Prophet And His Counselors Make Up The First Presidency—
The Highest Quorum in The Church.

In the Doctrine and Covenants the Lord refers to the First Presidency as “the highest
council of the Church” (107:80) and says “. . . whosoever receiveth me, receiveth those,
the First Presidency, whom I have sent, . . .” (112:20.)
FOURTEENTH: The Prophet And The Presidency—The Living Prophet And The
First Presidency—Follow Them And Be Blessed—Reject Them and Suffer.

President Harold B. Lee relates this incident from Church history:
“The story is told in the early days of the Church—particularly, I think, at Kirtland—
where some of the leading brethren in the presiding councils of the Church met secretly
and tried to scheme as to how they could get rid of the Prophet Joseph’s leadership. They
made the mistake of inviting Brigham Young to one of these secret meetings. He rebuked
them, after he had heard the purpose of their meeting. This is part of what he said: ‘You
cannot destroy the appointment of a prophet of God, but you can cut the thread that binds
you to the prophet of God, and sink yourselves to hell.’” (CR, April 1963, p. 81.)

In a general conference of the Church President N. Eldon Tanner stated:
“The Prophet spoke out clearly on Friday morning, telling us what our responsibilities are. . .
“A man said to me after that, ‘You know, there are people in our state who believe in
following the Prophet in everything they think is right, but when it is something they
think isn’t right, and it doesn’t appeal to them, then that’s different.’ He said, ‘Then they
become their own prophet. They decide what the Lord wants and what the Lord doesn’t
want.’
“I thought how true, and how serious when we begin to choose which of the covenants, which of the commandments we will keep and follow. When we decide that there
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are some of them that we will not keep or follow, we are taking the law of the Lord into our
own hands and become our own prophets, and believe me, we will be led astray, because
we are false prophets to ourselves when we do not follow the Prophet of God. No, we
should never discriminate between these commandments, as to those we should and should
not keep.” (CR, October 1966, p. 98.)

“Look to the Presidency and receive instruction,” said the Prophet Joseph Smith.
(Teachings of The Prophet Joseph Smith, p. 161.) But Almon Babbitt didn’t, and in the
Doctrine and Covenants section 124, verse 84, the Lord states:
“And with my servant Almon Babbitt, there are many things with which I am not
pleased; behold, he aspireth to establish his counsel instead of the counsel which I have
ordained, even that of the Presidency of my Church; . . .”

In conclusion let us summarize this grand key, these “Fourteen Fundamentals In
Following the Prophet,” for our salvation hangs on them.
FIRST: The prophet is the only man who speaks for the Lord in everything.
SECOND: The living prophet is more vital to us than the standard works.
THIRD: The living prophet is more important to us than a dead prophet.
FOURTH: The Prophet will never lead the Church astray.
FIFTH: The prophet is not required to have any particular earthly training or credentials
to speak on any subject or act on any matter at any time.
SIXTH: The prophet does not have to say “Thus Saith the Lord,” to give us scripture.
SEVENTH: The prophet tells us what we need to know, not always what we want to
know.
EIGHTH: The prophet is not limited by men’s reasoning.
NINTH: The prophet can receive revelation on any matter, temporal or spiritual.
TENTH: The prophet may be involved in civic matters.
ELEVENTH: The two groups who have the greatest difficulty in following the prophet
are the proud who are learned and the proud who are rich.
TWELFTH: The prophet will not necessarily be popular with the world or the worldly.
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THIRTEENTH: The prophet and his counselors make up the First Presidency—the highest quorum in the Church.
FOURTEENTH: The prophet and the presidency—the living prophet and the First Presidency—follow them and be blessed—reject them and suffer.
I testify that these fourteen fundamentals in following the living prophet are true. If
we want to know how well we stand with the Lord then let us ask ourselves how well we
stand with His mortal captain—how close do our lives harmonize with the words of the
Lord’s anointed—the living Prophet—President of the Church, and with the Quorum of
the First Presidency.
May God bless us all to look to the Prophet and the Presidency in the critical and
crucial days ahead is my prayer.”
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The Seven Volume History of the Church
The seven volume set of the History of the Church is the official history of Joseph
Smith and the early Mormons. It is quoted extensively in the different parts of this
series. Just how accurate is the history; how much can it be relied upon for the facts of
the time covered in each volume? There are an untold number of papers, manuscripts
and journals in the vaults of the Church in Salt Lake City that are held in secrecy; no one
is allowed to see them. The Church has hidden all of the facts. The claim for the
published Mormon records is that there have been no changes nor revisions from the
original documents. Notice—
“The gospel as the Mormons know it sprang full-grown from the words of Joseph
Smith. It has never been worked over or touched up in any way, and is free of revisions
and alterations.” Dr. Hugh Nibley, Mormon apologist and historian in No, Ma’am, That’s
Not History, pages 57-58.
“The Prophet and the Church stand in this history free of historical interpretations
and other external trappings. There are no arguments for its case. There are no attempts
to ‘cover over’ any event.” Apostle John A. Widtsoe, Evidences and Reconciliations, 3
vols. in 1, page 332.
“The most important history in the world in the history of our Church, and it is the
most accurate history in all the world, it must be so. Joseph Fielding Smith, later to be
President, Doctrines of Salvation, vol. 2, page 199.
“....if errors creep in it, the Lord himself will bring to pass means whereby they will
be eliminated...You pick up a record of the history of the Church and that record is accurate.” ibid. page 202.
“The History of Joseph Smith is now before the world, and we are satisfied that a
history more correct in its details than this was never published.” Apostles George A.
Smith and Wilford Woodruff, History of the Church, Preface, vol. 1, v.
“...no historical or doctrinal statement has been changed.” ibid. vol. 1, vi.

The statements of Joseph Field Smith are made in light of what he said on page 198,
“In regard to the recording of history, the thing that is most important is accuracy. If
history is not accurate, it is harmful.”
In spite of that fine sentiment, Smith turned right around and lied! All of these men
were in a position to know the truth of the facts but what they said was completely false!
They knew better than what they claimed in these quotes. Jerald and Sandra Tanner in
their book Changes in Joseph Smith’s History, point out the following, page 4—
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“Charles Wesley Wandell, who worked in the Church Historian’s Office after the
death of Joseph Smith, accused the leaders of the Mormon Church of falsifying the history.
When he saw that they were printing it in 1855, he made this comment in his journal:”
“I notice the interpolations because having been employed (myself) in the Historian’s
office at Nauvoo by Doctor Richards, and employed, too, in 1845, in compiling this very
autobiography, I know that after Joseph’s death his memoir was ‘doctored’ to suit the new
order of things, and this, too, by the direct order of Brigham Young to Doctor Richards
and systematically by Richards.” Journal of Charles Wesley Wandell, as printed in the
Journal of History, vol. 8, page 76.

Not only were changes made after the collection for the series began but many
changes were made before they ever started the project in 1834. More than 62,000
changes were made in the factual record, 17,000 words were added and 45,000 words
were deleted! For a detailed study of this, see “Changes in Joseph Smith’s History” by
Jerald & Sandra Tanner.
Revisions were frequently made as admitted by numerous early Mormons, such as
Brigham Young. Among changes made were many things that were embarrassing to the
Mormon Church or the record taught something they did not want revealed.
However, we may be assured that what IS contained in the current seven volume set
reflects the full approval of the Mormon Church and they will have to bear the consequences of what is said! It is just that there are things that happened to, and were said
by, Joseph Smith that are not found there. We will have occasion in the present series to
show from Mormon sources that are available the changes that have been made in Mormon literature, contrary to the claims of Nibley, Smith, Woodruff and Widtsoe.
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The Second Coming of Christ
“William Miller’s prophecy was only one of many manifestations of the millennial
belief widespread in the America of his time. Others include the picturesque Shakers,
who called themselves the Believers in Christ’s Second Appearing, and the much more
potent Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, commonly known as Mormons. The
‘latter days’ refer to the Mormon belief that the Second Coming of Christ will occur soon,
bringing history to an end. The Mormon prophet, seer, and revelator Joseph Smith was
assassinated by an Illinois mob in June of the same year that Miller’s people searched the
skies for Jesus. The leader of the largest slave revolt in U.S. history, Nat Turner, a literate
religious visionary who listened to ‘the Spirit that spoke to the prophets in former days,’
heard that Spirit tell him the day of judgment was at hand, when ‘the last would be first.’”
—Oxford University Press blog.
“William Miller was a Baptist living in Low Hampton, New York. Miller first expressed his teachings and beliefs in 1823 and gave his first public address August 1831, in
nearby Dresden, New York. He drew a following which spawned a movement that eventually spread throughout the United States. Millerites published their own newspapers, and
their activity was covered by many secular papers. In January 1844 Miller stated: “I have
preached about 4,500 lectures in about twelve years, to at least 500,000 people.” Some
estimated the Millerite movement at 30,000-40,000 adherents, but one observer said it
peaked at about 100,000 in the United States. It was also estimated the movement had as
many as 1,500 lecturers spreading the message. This at a time when the early Mormon
Church had worldwide membership of 17,000 in 1840 and 26,000 in 1844 (4).
“The first date selected by Miller for the second coming of Jesus Christ was in the
spring of 1843. When this prediction failed, March 1844 and later October 1844 became
the new target dates. After the third date proved false the movement disintegrated. Diehards went on to start several Adventist denominations, the largest of which is now known
as the Seventh-day Adventists. Miller died December 20, 1849, but Millerite offshoots
and other groups continued setting dates for the coming of the Lord.
“The Millerite movement was closely observed by the LDS press and members. In
February 1843 Joseph Smith said “I showed them the fallacy of Mr. Miller’s data...” and he
felt comfortable enough with the subject to give “a long exposition on Millerism.” (History of the Church, 5: 271-272, 277). The Times and Seasons, a Mormon newspaper had
17 references to this subject in the February 1843 to February 1845 period. During the
same two year span this paper made 66 references to the “second advent” and the “second
coming.” The LDS community used at least 11 terms to describe the second coming of the
Lord and events associated with it. “
“The Book of Mormon claims that after his ascension to heaven in Israel, our Lord
Jesus Christ made a bodily visit to the New World, it says:
‘And it came to pass that in the ending of the thirty and fourth year, behold, I will
show unto you that the people of Nephi who were spared, and also those who had been
called Lamanites, who had been spared, did have great favors shown unto them, and great
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blessings poured out upon their heads, insomuch that soon after the ascension of Christ
into heaven he did truly manifest himself unto them— Showing his body unto them, and
ministering unto them; and an account of his ministry shall be given hereafter. Therefore
for this time I make an end of my sayings.’ (3 Nephi 10:18-19)
‘And it came to pass that when Jesus had spoken these words the whole multitude fell
to the earth; for they remembered that it had been prophesied among them that Christ should
show himself unto them after his ascension into heaven. And it came to pass that the Lord
spake unto them saying: Arise and come forth unto me, that ye may thrust your hands into
my side, and also that ye may feel the prints of the nails in my hands and in my feet, that ye
may know that I am the God of Israel, and the God of the whole earth, and have been slain
for the sins of the world.’ (3 Nephi 11:12-14)
“There are problems with this idea. The Mormon and Christian communities have
been expecting the Lord’s second coming. Based on the Book of Mormon the Mormons
should be looking for the Lord’s third coming, not the second coming. Secondly, Jesus
sent his apostles and disciples to “all the world” and “among all nations” (Matthew 28:19;
Mark 16: 15; Luke 24:47-48). What kind of leader would give his people a responsibility
and then take it away without telling them. And to be fair and consistent, would he not
also have to visit all the other major continents, like Asia, Europe, Australia and Japan?”
—John Farkas, frontiernet.net

Nephi Lowell Morris, in the preface to his book The Prophecies of Joseph Smith and
Their Fulfillment, says—
“Time is the supreme test of a prophecy. He who undertakes to foretell events must
know that Time in its merciless pursuit will find him out. Of all the pretenses of the false
prophet, prophesying is the most hazardous. Religious impostors often display qualities
of leadership in controlling the affairs of their followers. The more modest their pretenses, however, the more likely are they to escape detection and exposure. But when spiritual leaders assume to exercise the exalted function of prophecy, and have the courage to
publish their prophecies, they place their reputations before the bar of the world, and as
the weight of Time presses out the vintage of the centuries they must sink to a deserving
oblivion or be exalted to a place in the skies. Time is a foe of Fraud, but the never-failing
friend of Truth.”

Along with several other prominent cult leaders of the 19th century, Joseph Smith
did set a time for the Second Coming of Christ, claiming that he was told this by the
Holy Spirit. A time was set for that event, within the generation then living. Some
would not die before the coming of Jesus. Present day Mormons try desperately to deny
Smith ever taught any such thing, but the facts are clear from their own literature. There
is much more evidence that can be cited than what is presented here but this will be
sufficient to determine the facts. We will see those facts and then take a look at their
response to see how valid their defense may be.
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Smith’s living to 85 was the REQUIREMENT FOR SEEING THE LORD, in whatever sense it was meant. Obviously, Smith would NEVER see the face of the Lord since
he didn’t live to be 85. To say it might refer to a previous appearing is nonsense, seeing
the statement is in the future tense - not past tense. The Lord didn’t return in 1890,
Smith died the following year after this “revelation” was given so he has not seen the
Lord in ANY of these senses in D&C 130:16, AND NEVER WILL! The Mormon
apologetic concerning this D&C entry will follow this section.
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History Of The Church, vol. 5, page 336. This record adds the prophecy that
“There are those of the rising gneration who shall not taste death till Christ comes.” He
also says that the judgments necessary as heralds of the Lord’s coming have already commenced.
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Times and Seasons, Mormon newspaper published in Nauvoo, Ill, March 1843, page
142. This is an article on What Do The Mormons Believe. Smith had already delivered
his prophecy on the Second Coming. Writing about the second coming, note the article
says “the generation that now lives who will witness the fulfillment of these great events.”
Joseph Smith was still alive and in Nauvoo but did not object to this declaration.
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History Of The Church, Vol. 1, page 176. After the Spirit of the Lord fell on Joseph
Smith so that he prophesied and Smith had laid hands on Lyman Wight to ordain him to
the High Priestood, the Spirit then fell on Wight and he prophesied that the Lord would
return within the lifetime of those present. Smith did not contradict nor change that!
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History Of The Church, Vol. 2, page 182. Smith said the meeting was called by the
commandment of God, made known to Smith by vision and the Holy Spirit. The
coming of the Lord would occur in 56 years.
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History Of The Church, vol. 2, page 188. 1835. The blessing on Lyman Johnson by
Smith and two others was “in the name of Jesus Christ,” which was by the authority of
the Lord. Johnson was to “see the Savior come and stand upon the earth.” However, he
was excommunicated from the Mormon Church in 1838 and died at age 45 in 1856.
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The History Of The Church, vol. 2, page 191, 1835. The blessing on John Boynton
who would “see the face of thy Redeemer in the flesh.” Boynton was excommunicated
in 1837 and died in 1890 at 79 years. Also, the blessing on William Smith, Joseph’s
brother. His blessing promises that “He shall be preserved and remain on the earth,
until Christ shall come to take vengeance on the wicked.” He was excommunicated in
1845 and died in 1893 at 82 years. Blessings on other men say the same as these.
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Apostle Orson Pratt, Journal of Discourses, Vol. 3, page 17, May 20, 1855. Mormons in the 19th century understood for decades that the prophecy of Smith would
occur within the time limit he foretold, within their lifetimes.
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them counted, that were of that number, and only 12 or 14 did I hear of
left, and felt sure that the time was not very far off when Zion would
be redeemed.
The signs of the times made the hearts of them that were
looking for Christ is coming rejoice with an assurance taht it was not
far off even to the natural view of time with men.
On the 14th of Feb. 1835, Joseph Smith said that God had revealed to
him that the coming of Christ would be within 56 years, which being
added to 1835 shows that before 1891 and the 14th of Feb. the Savior of
the world would make his appearance again upon the earth and the
winding up soon take place.
In connection with this event, was related
by my brother Dimick Huntington, the fact that when Joseph and Hyrum
Smith submitted in their feelings to consent to give themselves up to
the state mob at Nauvoo Illinois, after they had passed the Mississippi
River.
Joseph said “if they shed my blood it shall shorten this work 10
years.”
That taken from 1891 would reduce the time to 1881 which if the
true time within which the Saviour should come much must be crowded
into 6 years.

At another time Joseph was heard to say, in speaking of the redemption of Zion “I will lead this people back to Jaclson County.”
I testify that every word that Joseph Smith spoke, will be fulfilled
that has not been fulfilled.

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------From the Journal of Oliver B. Huntington - 1876, from typed copy at Brigham
Young University. The men closest to Joseph Smith all were convinced that the revelation Smith originally gave about the coming of Jesus would be fulfilled as Smith stated it.
This included “Presidents and Prophets” that followed Smith. They were supposed to
be inspired, speaking for God by the Holy Spirit. Why did God not correct their error?
He supposedly gave Smith revelations that did not come true but did not correct that
with succeeding inspired men! At that, from the time the original “revelation” was
given, the Mormons believed and acted upon the the return of the Lord within the time
frame given by Smith. Through the years he was still alive he could have corrected them
on it if their understanding was wrong. He did not do so but rather fanned the flames.
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Klaus F. Hansen, DIALOGUE: A Journal of Mormon Thought, Autumn, 1966,
page 76. Hansen’s claim that “The Mormon Church can of course honestly assert that
no transformation in doctrine has occurred,” is contrary to historical fact.
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Mormon Defense of Smith’s Prophecy
of the Second Coming of Christ
“A favorite pastime of anti-Mormons is to list the alleged false prophecies of
Joseph Smith as evidence that he was not a prophet of God. One of their favorites
is the supposed prophecy of Feb. 14, 1835, that Jesus’ second coming would be in
fifty-six years, or in 1891. The primary evidence usually presented consists of a
reference to a sermon preached by Joseph Smith, as recorded in the seven-volume
History of the Church edited by B. H. Roberts, and statements by three prominent LDS church members. In addition, anti-Mormons will sometimes present
as evidence statements in blessings given to individuals that the one being blessed
would see the Lord, or statements that some of those present at a meeting, or of
the then rising generation, would not taste death until after Christ comes.”
“But did Joseph Smith actually speak such a prophecy? We do not have a
transcript of Smith’s sermon where the prophecy supposedly was given. What we
have is a record of the sermon compiled from the personal records of some of
those who were there.6 While those in attendance were able to hear Smith’s exact
words, we are not so fortunate. We are getting our information third-hand, first
through the filters of the minds of those who recorded what they recalled of the
sermon, second through the filters of those who combined the accounts into a
single narrative, and third through the filter of B. H. Roberts’ mind. This is a very
important point. If one is to convict Joseph Smith of false prophecy, one must
first be very sure that he actually uttered a prophecy.”
ANSWER------------------(1) Every so-called “prophecy” of Joseph Smith has been examined by non-Mormons
and shown to be false, not just the “second coming” prophecy. Every point in the above
defense from FAIR apologists would equally apply to ALL “prophecies” of Smith. That
makes, by their own argument, every single “prophetic revelation” Smith ever made to
be suspect because their points of “defense” on this one event will apply to all of them.
(2) Look again at page 12 and the comments at the bottom of the page. The page is
a “revelation” specifically stated by God to Smith and recorded in the Mormon standard
work, a collection of “revelations,” Doctrine & Covenants.
(3) These apologists claim that the “prophecy” went through several people’s minds
and was finally edited by B.H. Roberts, Mormon Apostle and Historian. That implies
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that Roberts was to blame for any misunderstanding because he added or removed items
that changed the original record. Refer back to pages 10-11 that discuss this issue.
Though it is true that 17,000 words were added to the historical record and 45,000
words deleted, the current copy has the endorsement of the Mormon Church. What we
refer to in this material is accepted by the Church as fact. Here are the quotations again,
from page 10—
“The gospel as the Mormons know it sprang full-grown from the words of Joseph
Smith. It has never been worked over or touched up in any way, and is free of revisions
and alterations.” Dr. Hugh Nibley, Mormon, apologist and historian in No, Ma’am,
That’s Not History, pages 57-58.
“The Prophet and the Church stand in this history free of historical interpretations
and other external trappings. There are no arguments for its case. There are no attempts
to ‘cover over’ any event.” Apostle John A. Widtsoe, Evidences and Reconciliations, 3
vols. in 1, page 332.
“The most important history in the world is the history of our Church, and it is the
most accurate history in all the world; it must be so. Joseph Fielding Smith, later to be
President and Prophet, Doctrines of Salvation, vol. 2, page 199.
“....if errors creep in it, the Lord himself will bring ot pass means whereby they will
be eliminated...You pick up a record of the history of the Church and that record is accurate.” ibid. page 202.
“The History of Joseph Smith is now before the world, and we are satisfied that a
history more correct in its details than this was never published.” Apostles George A.
Smith and Wilford Woodruff, History of the Church, Preface, vol. 1, v.
“...no historical or doctrinal statement has been changed.” ibid. vol. 1, vi.

The apologists in FAIR are, in effect, charging these famous Mormon officials with
dishonesty for maintaining that the record is accurate with absolutely no changes made;
it is likewise a charge against the Church that endorsed the History of the Church as seen
in the preface to volume 1. Which is it? Is the record published by the Church an
accurate one or are they all dishonest?
(4) From the time he gave the revelation, Smith continued to fire up the Mormons
about the second coming in the generation then alive. Smith never discouraged their
thinking this! The blessings on several individuals, in which Smith participated, told
them that they would live until the Lord came. The Lord would return before “their
eyes closed in death.” He had given them the space of time, 1890-1891. He did not set
the day nor the hour but he did the year.
(5) This was not lost on Mormons of the time. They believed up to the time set that
the Lord would return at that time. This is what they believed and preached. Their
testimony is that of WITNESSES to what was taught by Smith.
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Civil War Prophecy
This “prophecy” is dated December 25, 1832. Doctrine & Covenants gives the
modern statement of it. It was largely ignored in the early years but gained in popularity
as troubles escalated toward the Civil War.
Actually, Smith was only repeating what was in conversations and newspapers of the
time. The legislatures of Georgia and South Carolina had nullified some laws passed by
Congress regarding tariffs. On December 21, 1832, the Painesville Telegraph and Geauga
Free Press printed excerpts of an editorial from the New York Courier and Enquirer
criticising South Carolina and Georgia for what they had done. The editorial presented
the possibility of “armed resistance and civil war.” Painesville was just a few miles from
Kirtland, OH where Joseph Smith was living at the time. Four days after the editorial
appeared in the newspaper, Smith got his “revelation” from God about the war to come.
Apparently, though it is part of the Doctrine & Covenants (87), it did not actually
appear in print until the 1851 edition of the Pearl of Great Price. From that time on, it
gained increasing popularity. Today, Mormons frequently point to this “revelation” as
proof positive of Smith’s inspiration, found in books, periodicals, lectures and casual
conversation.
It became increasingly apparent in later years that the “prophecy” contained specific
details that never happened. Some coverup had to be made in order to save Smith from
being viewed as a false prophet. Brigham Roberts, the Mormon apologist, claims that a
word had been change in printing the “prophecy,” which changed the meaning. He says
the original manuscript, which he consulted, read THEN war shall be poured out. He
used this argument to try to show that the “prophecy” could partially apply to the First
World War as well as the Civil War. That way they could spread out the details over a
longer period of time for its fulfillment, just like they have claimed for other “prophecies” of Smith. But the facts are something else. When we consult the original document in Joseph Smith’s own hand, we find that it says “thus,” just as it appears in the
current printing of D&C. Roberts tried to save Smith as an inspired prophet.
The same basic argument of Roberts’ was made in 1972 by Roy Doxey. He wants to
spread out the fulfillment over a long, long period of time. Of course, the more time
and events you have to work with the more likely you can find some things to pick out
that will fit some detail of such a “prophecy.” All of the details of the “prophecy” were
far from being fulfilled during the time of the Civil War.
Other religious notables of the time, such as Ellen G. White of Adventist fame, also
“predicted” the Civil War. There were others who predicted the what would happen and
did so before Smith wrote his “prophecy” in 1832. Smith made the mistake of including
so many details in his prediction that did not happen. From all that was occuring in the
states at that time, it didn’t take either inspiration or a very intelligent person to predict
what was likely to happen.
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Apostle Orson Pratt on the 1832 prophecy of civil war. This was just a little over
three years after its appearance in the Pearl of Great Price. The next page from the Seer
follows.
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Continuing the comments from The Seer by Apostle Orson Pratt on the war prophecy.
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An article reprinted from The New York Courier
and Enquirer in the Painesville Telegraph, December
21, 1832. It was on the crisis sparked by South Carolina
and Georgia that brought speculation of a civil war. The
paper said, “Such a view aims at once at armed resistance and civil war.” Painesville was very close to where
Joseph Smith was living in Kirtland, OH. Four days
later, Smith wrote his “prophecy” on the Civil War.

f
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The “revelation” on civil war in the current printing of the Doctrine & Covenants.
Take special note of the details of the prophecy. It is in the details Smith gives that shows
the error of his “prophecy.” For example, “war will be poured out on all nations beginning at this place (South Carolina)” because of the war between the States. This has
called for a coverup by Mormons to salvage his role as a true prophet.
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The Evening and Morning Star, January, 1833, the month after Smith’s “prophecy.”
This is a Mormon newspaper published in Independence, M0. This was hardly more
than reporting the unrest in South Carolina. It was only when it looked like, for certain,
that there would be a Civil War, did the “prophecy” of Smith gain real attention.
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Heber C. Kimball, Journal of Discourses, vol. 9, April, 1861, in the Temple in Salt
Lake City. Note how Kimball echoes the revelation of Smith regarding the consequences
of the hostility. He claims an understanding of these things and declares that these are
“the last days.”
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Wilford Woodruff, Journal of Discourses, vol. 10, July, 1862. Woodruff relates the
“revelation” given by Joseph Smith in 1832. Notice his recounting the essential details
of that prophecy. Keep in mind that Mormons insist on “continued revelation” of
successive “inspired” leaders. These “inspired” leaders kept insisting on the literal fulfillment of Smith’s prophecies, including the Civil War prophecy.
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Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, October, 1863. The decree of God concerning the Negroes is that they must continue to be the servants of servants and that cannotbe
changed. It is a reference, until modern times when a “revelation” changed it, to the
reason Negroes are the color they are; they are cursed.
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Roberts knew better than what he claimed here. The original wording in Smith’s
own handwriting says “thus,” not “then.” By his changing the wording, Roberts had to
lie in an attempt to cover up Smith’s failure. The next page will show an enlargement of
the handwritten “revelation” of Smith’s to more easily see what he wrote.
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It is clear from the original hand written manuscript that the word is “thus” and not
“then” as Brigham Roberts claimed. The manuscript is so clear that it isn’t possible to
miss that fact. If the “prophecy” was accurate and a true revelation, there would have
been no need to lie to cover it up. The current printing of this revelation in D&C has
“thus” and not “then” so Roberts’ attempt obviously was not accepted.
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Roy Doxey, The Doctrine and Covenants And The Future, 1972, pages 39, 41.
Doxey opens the “prophecy” of Smith for an indefinite time in the future. This is
exactly what Mormon apologists do with many of Smith’s “prophecies” and is how
current Mormon apologists defend Smith’s “prophesy.” Return to the original “revelation” and note the details. They didn’t happen.
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Mormon Defense (FAIR) of Smith’s Prophecy
on the Civil War
--1--

“Joseph Smith’s Prophecy on War (D&C 87) is a big thorn in the side of
those critics of the Mormon Prophet. Some claim that ‘everyone knew that the
North and South were going to war, so it wasn’t that big of a prophecy.’ However, the evidence is against that statement. Elder Orson Hyde supplemented that
prophecy in 1858, claiming the destructions and wars were about to come upon
the U.S.
When he made these claims, many eastern newspapers quoted him, mocking
him. There was no way the States were going to war, according to the papers. In
1862, Elder Hyde commented on this fact as further evidence that the American
people did not consider this prophecy valid prior to its accomplishment.

Answer-----------------------------(1) The conflict that resulted in the Civil War goes back with its roots to the war of
1812 and even before. It was as much about economic as it was slavery. The Louisiana
Purchase in 1803 extended the territory of the United States but posed problems as well.
The Missouri Compromise of 1820 highlighted the matter of slavery. Missouri applied
for statehood as a slave state and was allowed only because Maine also applied as a free
state. This kept the slave and free states equal in number. Restrictions were added from
that point on. The boundary for slave and free was essentially set as the southern boundary of Missouri running east to west. From then on, all north of the line would be free
and south of the line slave. Though it was not set as the Mason-Dixon line of 1763, it
generally ran along that line and became in the minds of people the division between
north and south.
The first test for the South over the slavery issue began in the final congressional
session of 1835. Before that it was tariffs, as we have noted regarding South Carolina and
Georgia in 1832. In what became known as the Gag Rule Debates, abolitionists flooded
the Congress with anti-slavery petitions focusing on ending slavery and the slave trade in
Washington, D.C. The debate was reopened each session as Southerners, led by South
Carolinians Henry Pinckney and John Hammond, prevented the petitions from even
being officially received by Congress. Led by John Quincy Adams, the slavery debate
remained on the national stage until late 1844 when Congress lifted all restrictions on
processing the petitions.
Describing the legacy of the crisis, Sean Wilentz writes:
“The battle between Jacksonian democratic nationalists, northern and southern, and
nullifier sectionalists would resound through the politics of slavery and antislavery for
decades to come. Jackson’s victory, ironically, would help accelerate the emergence of
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southern pro-slavery as a coherent and articulate political force, which would help solidify
northern antislavery opinion, inside as well as outside Jackson’s party. Those developments would accelerate the emergence of two fundamentally incompatible democracies,
one in the slave South, the other in the free North.”

For South Carolina, the legacy of the crisis involved both the divisions within the
state during the crisis and the apparent isolation of the state as the crisis was resolved. By
1860, when South Carolina became the first state to secede, the state was more internally
united than any other southern state. Historian Charles Edward Cauthen writes:
“Probably to a greater extent than in any other Southern state, South Carolina had
been prepared by her leaders over a period of thirty years for the issues of 1860. Indoctrination in the principles of state sovereignty, education in the necessity of maintaining
Southern institutions, warnings of the dangers of control of the federal government by a
section hostile to its interests – in a word, the education of the masses in the principles and
necessity of secession under certain circumstances – had been carried on with a skill and
success hardly inferior to the masterly propaganda of the abolitionists themselves. It was
this education, this propaganda, by South Carolina leaders which made secession the almost spontaneous movement that it was.”

The Kansas-Nebraska Act of 1854 nullified the Missouri Comprise. As a result,
Kansas became known as “bleeding Kansas” or “bloody Kansas.” Violence that killed
large numbers and spread destruction over the state was between abolitionists and slave
holders. It was a microcosm of what would break out in six years with the Civil War.
Thus, open conflict of one sort or another was constant for decades before the War.
Preparation was made especially in sourthern states. The publication from the New
York and Painesville newspapers in 1832 was indicative of the expectations.
Note the second paragraph from the Mormon apologists above. What did the rejection of the prophecy by the american people have to do with whether or not Smith
prophesied of the War? Most Americans did not accept any of Smith’s prophesies.

--2--

“3 For behold, the Southern States shall be divided against the Northern States,
and the Southern States will call on other nations, even the nation of Great Britain, as it is called, and they shall also call upon other nations, in order to defend
themselves against other nations; and then war shall be poured out upon all nations.”
Here we see the South, during the Civil War, calling upon other nations for
assistance, and “they” or Great Britain and other nations shall “also call upon
other nations” for assistance in their defense. Imagine a nation like Great Britain,
which at the time ruled the oceans and had a formidable army having to call upon
other nations for assistance! And yet it happened in both the First and Second
World Wars, which is exactly the time when war was “poured out upon all nations.”
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Answer-----------------------------(1) This just one of the details of the prophesy that didn’t happen. FAIR tries to
jump ahead to WWI to pick up that detail. The prophetic detail concerning Britain is
tied to the war that was shortly to come to pass and involved north and south in the US,
beginning with South Carolina. Look at D&C 87. Smith said that war will be poured
out on all nations begining in South Carolina. The Southern states will be divided
against the Northern states and the Southern states will call on other nations, even Great
Britain and Britain will call on other nations for their defense. It didn’t happen and
that makes Smith a false prophet.

--3--

4 And it shall come to pass, after many days, slaves shall rise up against their
masters, who shall be marshaled and disciplined for war.
The only “slaves” in the days since the World Wars, have been those who have
suffered under the bonds of Communism and racism. Isn’t it interesting to see
how quickly the shackles of slavery have fallen off of the slaves of the former Soviet
Union, Eastern Europe, and among the blacks in South Africa, and to an extent,
even in the United States. However, since their “masters” are marshaled and disciplined for war, there are few primary choices, except Communism where this has
occurred.

Answer-----------------------------(1) They really have to stretch to get this to apply to the Soviet Union, Europe and
South Africa. The “prophesy” says after many days, not many, many years. The biggest
issue of the Civil War was slavery and this part of the “prophecy” was tied to the consequences of the Civil War.

--4--

“5 And it shall come to pass also that the remnants who are left of the land will
marshal themselves, and shall become exceedingly angry, and shall vex the Gentiles
with a sore vexation.”
At one time I thought the remnant refered to is the literal House of Israel, and
particularly the Lamanites (Native Americans). It may be that a portion of this part
of the prophecy will still be fulfilled by them.
Now, however I feel it is the remnant of the slaves in the world that this refers
to. Tyrannical dictators of Muslim nations have kept their peoples in poverty and
slavery. They have stayed in power by turning the anger of the peoples against the
Jews and the West. We are now feeling the pain of the remnant of Arab and
Muslim slaves in the world, as they continue attacking and vexing the Gentile
nations. Interestingly, the tactics they are using are very similar to the terrorist
attacks used by the Gadianton Robbers in the Book of Mormon (Books of Helaman
and 3 Nephi), not long prior to the First Coming of Christ in glory to the Nephites,
prior to their long period of peace (akin to the Millennial era we pray for today).
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Answer-----------------------------(1) The more FAIR has to say the further away from reality they get. Notice that the
author is presenting what seems reasonable to him and he has finally settled on the
Muslims as the fulfillment. They keep looking for something to tie the details to no
matter how many centuries or countries it takes. The fact is, the “prophesy” referred to
the American Civil War and its aftermath, the consequences of that conflict. The “prophesy” was a failure.

--5--

“6 And thus, with the sword and by bloodshed the inhabitants of the earth
shall mourn; and with famine, and plague, and earthquake, and the thunder of
heaven, and the fierce and vivid lightning also, shall the inhabitants of the earth be
made to feel the wrath, and indignation, and chastening hand of an Almighty God,
until the consumption decreed hath made a full end of all nations; 7 That the cry
of the saints, and of the blood of the saints, shall cease to come up into the ears of
the Lord of Sabaoth, from the earth, to be avenged of their enemies.”
Obviously, when the remnant of the slaves vex the Gentiles, we shall see great
destruction and bloodshed begin. So, the times for great destruction may not be
too far away.

Answer-----------------------------(1) This is just more conjecture. They are still looking for something to hang the
prophesy on.

--6--

8 Wherefore, stand ye in holy places, and be not moved, until the day of the
Lord come; for behold, it cometh quickly, saith the Lord. Amen.
And the “holy places” mentioned above are Zion and her stakes. People will
flock to the “holy places” as places of refuge and safety. Not all will be Latter-day
Saints, but all that are willing to keep the 10 Commandments, and perhaps a few
other laws of righteousness will be welcome to dwell in safety, while the wicked
suffer through the great destructions of the last days prior to the Second Coming of
the Lord.
Once again, an amazing prophecy of Joseph Smith’s come forth as true.

Answer-----------------------------(1) “Zion” in current Mormon theology is all over the world where Mormons are.
Verse 8 of the “prophesy” is just rhetoric Smith threw in to make it sound like scripture.
FAIR presents no evidence, just imaginative assertions.
FAIR apologists believe that Section 87 is an inspired “revelation” from God but
have to manipulate it so as to save it from being a false prophesy.
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(2) The explanations of FAIR are contrary to the “prophesy” itself and counter to
the “prophets” that followed Smith in “continuing revelation.” They were all convinced
it referred to the Civil War.
This brings up a point that must be emphasized by frequent reference. The claim of
spiritual insight is not exclusive to the President of the Church. James Talmadge in the
Mormon Articles of Faith, page 237, says—
“The translator must have the spirit of the prophet if he would render in another
tongue the prophet’s words; and human wisdom alone leads not to that possession. Let
the Bible then be read reverently and with prayerful care, the reader ever seeking the light
of the Spirit tht he may discern between truth and the errors of men.”

One cannot understand the Bible without divine help. But, perhaps the clearest statement and one that goes beyond the Bible, is that of Orson Spencer, Letters, 1891. It is —
“The things of the spirit require the same spirit to discern them. He that is spiritual
can judge all things, while he that has not the spirit of revelation cannot judge any spiritual
matters corrctly, of any name or nature.”

We should expect that, especially, Mormon Apostles and other such leaders would
have the spirit of discernment, able to determine truth from error. We have seen the
comments of Apostle Orson Pratt from the Seer as he deals extensively with the Civil
War prophesy. He insists that all of the items of that prophesy would be fulfilled in the
great civil war that was about to descend on them. After the war started, Brigham
Young, the prophet and revelator of the Church expected the complete overthrow of the
American government. He said the following in Journal of Discourses, vol. 9, April 6,
1861, page 5—
“The whole Government is gone: it is as weak as water. I heard Joseph Smith say,
nearly thirty years ago, ‘They shall have mobbing to their hearts content, if they do not
redress the wrongs of the Latter-day Saints.’ Mobs will not decrease but increase until the
whole Government becomes a mob, and eventually it will be State against State, city against
city, neighborhood against neighborhood, Methodist against Methodist, and so on....those
who will not take up the sword against their neighbors must flee to Zion.”

Heber C. Kimball of the First Presidency, said in JOD, vol. 9, April 14, 1861, page 55—
“In this country the North and the South will exert themselves against each other, and
ere long the whole face of the United States will be in commotion, fighting one against
another, and they will destroy their nationality...I have an understanding of these things,
and I sincerely hope that you comprehend as clearly as I do .”

These spirit-guided Apostles and Prophets proclaimed that the “prophesy” of Smith
on war referred to the Civil War and its aftermath, all of the “prophesy.” These spiritguided individuals even added some details of interpretation. However, they were right
only in that there was a war between the states that started in South Carolina; but that
was something many others said would happen even before Smith said it.
Present day “spirit-guided” Apostles and Prophets do not hesitate to change what
previous such “spirit guided” leaders said.

43

The Utter Destruction of the United States
On the following pages are a series of prophesies about the destruction of the United
States, its government, a gatherting to Zion and several other assertions. They are very
specific and insist they are given by direct revelation of God.
(1) On the next two pages is a “revelation” of January 4, 1833. Joseph Smith declares
it is by the authority of Jesus Christ. Smith specifically says—
“I declare unto you the warning which the Lord has commanded to declare unto this
generation, remembering thaat the eyes of my Maker are upon me and that to him I am
accountable for every word I say ... there are those now living upon the earth whose eyes
shall not be closed in death until they see all these things which I have spoken, fulfilled.”

Of course, none of what he wrote happened. Not even the American Civil War
fulfilled what Smith wrote here.
(2) On the third page following is the prophecy from the Journal of William Clayton,
Secretary to Joseph Smith, who was present and recorded what was said and what happened. It was addressed to Judge Stephen A. Douglas following dinner on May 6, 1843.
Smith prophesied—
“...unless the United States redress the wrongs committed upon the Saints in the state
of Missouri and punish the crimes committed by her officers that in a few years the government will be utterly overthrown and wasted, and there will not be so much as a potsherd
left...”

However, the United States Government did not redress any of the wrongs committed against the Mormons in Missouri, and now over 160 years later, the U.S. Government still stands.
(3) The next prophesy was made on December 16, 1843. The petition drawn up at
that time was not heard nor was any protection given. Congress was never broken up.
In a footnote of the History of the Church, they maintain that—
“This prediction doubless has reference to the party in power; not to the ‘government’ considered as the country; but the administration party, the Democratic Party, which
had controlled the destiny of the counry for forty years.”

It is said that the Democratic Party lost control of the government several years later
and did not regain power till several years had passed. That is supposed to be the fulfillment of this prophecy. However, also next to this prophecy in HOC is the notation—
“Comment on Appeal to the General Government for protection.” That states the fact
because they did not make an appeal to just the democratic party but to the Government. The prediction is that “Congress” will be broken up as a government. Congress is
composed of both parties. It didn’t happen!
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Note that Smith prophesied that “pestilence, hail, famine and earthquake will sweep
the wicked of this genereation from off the face of the land, to open and prepare the way
for the return of the lost tribes of Israel from the north country.” Didn’t happen!
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Prophecy of the complete overthrow of the US Government
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The compilers of The History of The Church left out a significant section of the
“prophecy” as indicated by the * * * * in the text. Here is what they deleted — “and God
shall damn them, and there shall be nothing left of them — not even a grease spot.” See
Millennial Star, Vol. 22, p. 455. Didn’t happen.
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David W. Patten Was To Go On A Mission
The page after next is from the D&C that shows a “Revelation given through Joseph
Smith the Prophet.” It was instruction for David W. Patten to get ready to go on a
mission. But Patten died before that could happen.

Mormon Response
“D & C 114 was not a prophecy, it was a mission call. Joseph Smith, under the
inspiration of the Lord, issued a call for David Patten to go on a mission the
following spring. This call by revelation is not a prophecy that David would serve a
mission, but an admonition to set all his affairs in order so that he may perform a
mission. Although Patten was killed, his affairs were in order when he died so that
his family could endure his absence. This alone indicates the Lord’s foreknowledge
of Patten’s death. And who knows but that Patten served that mission call on the
other side of the veil?
“In any event, Patten’s death would not change the instructional nature of
that call. Joseph Smith declared that: To the ‘great Jehovah . . . the past, present,
and future were and are, with Him, one eternal ‘now’ (History of the Church,
Vol.4, p. 597). The Savior does know all that will happen to us individually, but he
still gives agency to us and to others who impact on our lives, which usage often
precludes what would have happened if the Lord’s will were done on earth as it is
in heaven.
“There are several Biblical parallels to David Patten’s mission call, such as the
calling of Judas as an Apostle. As one of the Twelve Apostles, Judas was promised
by the Lord that he would sit on twelve thrones with the others and judge the
twelve tribes of Israel (Matt. 19:28). Judas, of his own choice (unlike David Patten)
never fulfilled this promise of the Lord. This doesn’t make the Lord a false prophet
in the case of Judas. Nor were the Lord and His prophet, Joseph Smith, mistaken
in the case of David Patten.
“The Lord knocks at the door and gives the promise or opportunity. Whether
we open the door and respond in a way to reap the potential blessing is up to us,
and in many cases, up to the righteousness of others. In David Patten’s case, extenuating circumstances prevented him from serving an earthly mission: a mob
killed him. To understand the case of David Patten, one might study D & C
124:49, which states if “their enemies come upon them and hinder them from
performing that work, behold, it behooveth me to require that work no more at
the hands of those sons of men, but to accept of their offerings.”

Answer-----------------------------(1) The Mormon author is playing with words. Mormons believe, as is also taught in
the Book of Mormon, that God knows everything, past, present and future. And, as
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D&C section 3:1, 3 says, “the works, and the designs and the purposes of God cannot be
frustrated, neither can they come to naught...Remember, remember that it is not the
work of God that is frustrated, but the work of men.” If the “revelation” from God to
Joseph Smith was truly a revelation, then it was the mind and will of God. If the
Mormon God knows the future, why did he issue to David Patten to do something that
He knew would not take place? Well, the apologists claim that God did know beforehand that Patten would die and thus be unable to go on a mission. But, them to say that
God told Patten to get his affairs in order and be ready to go on a Mission was only to
have things in order for his family after his death is so weak. So, now the Mormon God
is deceitful.
(2) Constantly, Mormons drag out Smith’s excuse for failures of what he or the other
Mormons are told to do. If others hinder them or stop their obeying his instructons,
God doesn’t require them to do what they are told to do even though he knew before he
gave them the instruction that they wouldn’t be able to do his bidding. Smith used that
excuse on more than one occasion, especially concerning their failure to establish Zion
in Independence, Missouri.
(3) The citation of Matthew 19:28 twists the statement of Jesus as well as the purposes
of God concerning Judas. Jesus referred to “ye who have followed me” will sit on twelve
thrones. Judas accompanied Jesus but did not follow Him because his heart was not right
from the beginning; Judas stole money from the funds the disciples used, John 12:4-6.
Jesus knew from the beginning who would betray Him, John 6:64. He further said that
“did not I choose you the twelve, and one of you is a devil?” See also John 13:2. Certainly a devil would not sit on a throne judging Israel. Judas was chosen to be the one
who would betray Jesus so that the Jews could take Jesus. It was a plan and Jesus never
intended for Judas fully be one of the other Apostles. None of this is parallel to the case
of David Patten.
(4) On September 1, 1842, Joseph Smith said, “…for to this day has the God of my
fathers delivered me out of them all, and will deliver me from henceforth; for behold,
and lo, I shall triumph over all my enemies, for the Lord God hath spoken it.” (Doctrine
and Covenants, 127:2). The last phrase “for the Lord God hath spoken it,” means that
this is prophecy. Here, Smith has a promise from God that he would “triumph” over all
his enemies. Less than two years later, these same enemies stormed the Carthage, Illinois
jail where Smith was imprisoned and shot him dead. Smith tried to fight back, shooting
3 of his assailants and killing 2 with a pistol smuggled in to him, but his “enemies”
triumphed, anyway. Why did the Mormon god tell Smith this, giving him a false hope
when God knew that he would be killed in a few months by those very enemies. Was
this another instance of the enemies of Smith thwarting the plans of God. The Mormon
god is helpless in the face of mere humans. This is just another false prophecy.
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Revelation that David W. Patten was to go on a mission the following spring but
Patten died before he could go.

Mormonism Against Itself
by Maurice Barnett

Part 3

—The Book of Mormon—
“Translation” and Changes
Archaeology of “Nephite” Territory
“Mormonism, as it is called, must stand or fall on the story of Joseph Smith.
He was either a prohet of God, divinely called, properly appointed and commissioned, or he was one of the biggest frauds this world has ever seen. There is no
middle ground.
“If Joseph Smith was a deceiver, who wilfully attenpted to mislead the people,
then he should be exposed; his claims should be refuted, and his doctrines shown
to be false, for the doctrines of an impostor cannot be made to harmonize in all
particulars with divine truth. If his claims and declarations were built upon fraud
and deceit, there would appear many errors and contradictions, which would be
easy to detect. The doctrines of false teachers will not stand the test when tried by
the accepted standards of measurement, the scriptures.”
—Joseph Fielding Smith, Doctrines of Salvation, vol. 1, p. 188

Joseph Smith - Nauvoo, Illinois

Introduction
This is what started it all. Joseph Smith claimed to have been shown the
location of some gold plates that made up a book. An Angel appeared to
him and after some “false” starts, Smith finally took the plates out of a hill
where they had been buried. The plates supposedly contained an abridgement of the records of people who came to this hemisphere from Palestine.
One major migration was supposed to have been during the building of the
tower of Babel. The most important migration, however, was about 600
B.C. by a Jew from Jerusalem, his family and friends. The people were
eventually divided into two groups. One group called the Nephites was
named after their mightiest prophet, Nephi. The others were called Lamanites
named after one Laman. The Nephites were righteous and the Lamanites
wicked. The Lamanites were cursed with a dark skin for their wickedness.
The two groups had numerous wars with a great final battle at a location in
New York called the Hill Cumorah. This is where the plates were hidden
and finally revealed to Joseph Smith. The Nephites were wiped out by the
Lamanite whose descendants became the American Indians. This is an
oversimplification of the story but is the basic tale. You can obtain a copy
and read it for yourself. It is presently used by Mormons as an advertising
piece seeing that their Church doctrines come from the Doctrine & Covenants and not the Book of Mormon.
The gold plates were supposedly written in what Joseph Smith called,
“reformed Egyptian.” There is no known language as this and the only
examples of what it is supposed to look like is found in what is called the
“Anthon Transcript” produced by Smith.
The translation of the characters from the plates was supposedly made
through Smith by the power of God. The original claim was that it was a
word for word translation. This is still the claim of Mormons except when
it gets them into trouble. Then they claim it was done by Smith when God
empowered him to reason out the meaning in his own mind and put it all
in his own words. That, to them, would explain the thousands of changes
that were necessary. The best presentation of this from a Mormon, but
critical, viewpoint is in Restoration Scriptures by Richard P. Howard, the
former Historian of the Reorganized Mormon group. It is still available on
the internet.
We will see the evidence from Mormon sources of exactly how the
Book of Mormon was supposed to be translated. We will also see some of
the many changes made in the Book from the time it was dictated. Following that we will take note whether or not there is any evidence archaologically
for the Book of Mormon people, and geography, given in the book.

Contents
Manner of the Translation of the Book of Mormon...........................................................1
Changes in the Book of Mormon...............................................................................18
Some Peculiarities of the Book of Mormon................................................................32
Archaeology and the Book of Mormon...........................................................................43

1

Manner of the Translation of the Book of Mormon
The early people closest to Joseph Smith, and others who were taught by Smith,
believed in the literal “translation” of the Book of Mormon; its very words were dictated
to Smith from God. The very descriptions given by witnesses show that this was so.
Presumably, Joseph Smith, isolated behind the curtain that divided the room, did
not even look at the golden plates. They remained in a box. The story is that Smith used
for the very first part of the work, a pair of large spectacles found with the gold plates in
the Hill Cumorah, called Urim and Thummin, or “Interpreters.” Later, he used a
round, smooth stone that he had found while digging a well. The stone was placed in a
hat which Smith pulled up around his face so that no light entered. A line from the
golden plates would appear in his vision along with the English translation below it.
Smith would call out the translation to his scribe, mostly Oliver Cowdery. The scribe
would write it down and then read it back. If it was not correct, the line in the hat
would remain until it was correct. The line would then disappear and the next line from
the plates would appear and they would proceed in that manner through the rest of the
work. That meant that God gave the translation, word for word. It could not have been
Smith just putting what he observed on the plates into his own words. These are the facts
which we will show on the pages to come.
Mormon officials, scholars and authors have stoutly denied any faults or failures in
the translation and text of the Book of Mormon. They claim that there have been no
changes whatever. Note the following from Joseph Fielding Smith, Mormon historian
and later President of the Mormon Church in 1970. He was considered the top historian and scholar on doctrine in the Church—
“During the past week or two I have reeived a number of letters from different parts
of the United States written by people, some of whom at least are a little concerned because
they have been approached by enemies of the Church and enemies of the Book of mormon,
who had made the statement that there have been one or two or more thousand changes in
the Book of mormon since the first edition was published. Well, of course, there is no
truth in that statement.
“It is true that when the Book of Mormon was printed the printer was a man who was
unfriendly. The publication of the book was done under adverse circumstances, and there
wre a few errors, mostly typographical - conditions that arise in most any book that is
being published - but there was not one thing in the Book of Mormon or in the second
edition or any other edition since that in any way contradicts the first edition, and such
changes as were made were made by the Prophet Joseph Smith because under those adverse
conditions the Book of Mormon was published. But there was no change in doctrine.
“Now, these sons of Belial, who circulate these reports evidently know better. I will
not use the word that in my mind.” The Improvement Era, December, 1961, pages 924925.

Joseph Fielding Smith knew better than that! The word in my mind is deceiver. We
will see in the coming pages the facts about this.

2

Apostle Mark E. Petersen, Those Gold Plates, page 58. This is typical of Mormon
authorities — It doesn’t matter whether or not Joseph Smith specified the process of
“translating” the plates! He insisted the translation was correct, the most perfect book
ever. But, we will notice that those involved with him in the “translation” and the ones
closest to him did describe in detail how it was done. There was no guessing as to how it
was done and there is no question as to their testimony. By the mouth of two or three
witnesses, all things will be established.

3

Supposedly, an angel appeared to the three with the gold plates in hand. Then a
voice came saying that the translation of the plates was made by the power of God and
the translation was correct! Keep that in mind as it is the “prophet’s” own testimony of
what happened. The heavenly vision put its stamp of approval on what Smith had done.

4

The Preface to the first printed edition of the Book of Mormon. It was removed
from all subsequent editions. Notice the emphasis on the “words” of the revelation that
had been stolen. Smith then relates a revelation on what to do that he received from
“the Lord.” The rest of the Preface with comments are on the next page.

5

The very first part of the Book of Mormon that Smith “translated” was called the
Book of Lehi. The wife of Martin Harris was a sceptic. Harris wanted to take the first
part that had already been produced to show her. Harris’ wife stole the manuscript,
which was never returned; it disappeared. Smith feared that if he tried to rewrite the
book and then the original manscript was brought out for comparison then he would be
exposed. This Preface was an attempt to cover up the fact that he could not reproduce it.
His “out” was that if he reproduced it, whoever had taken it would alter the original
manuscript so that the two manuscripts would be different and therefore it would embarrass Smith. So, Smith had another “revelation” from God that he was not to reproduce it. The Lord “commanded” him not to retranslate it. Actually, if he had the power
that he claimed to have, reproducing it would have been the best thing to do because any
alteration of handwritten manuscripts of the day would have been easily discerned.
Whoever had the stolen manuscript would have been the one exposed as deceitful. Since
the manuscript was never recovered, it was probably destroyed by Harris’ wife.
Now, if God could give Smith a revelation on what to do, why did not God tell
Smith where the manuscript was? Surely, God knew. If it still existed, God could have
told him where to find it just like the gold plates. If it had already been destroyed, then
Smith could have reproduced the copy and they would have had the book of Lehi!
Further, and this is improtant, the “revelation” has God referring to the manuscript
as “my words.” Smith is claiming verbal inspiration for what he did in “translating.”
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Smith wants everyone to know that the title page, which he presents here, is a “literal
translation from the gold plates.” Certainly the title page would not be as important as
the body of the book. Why would God be more particular about a literal rendition of
the title page than the rest of the book?
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to him that is not learned, saying, Read this, I pray thee: and he
saith, I am not learned.”
(Verses 11 and 12.) No man could read it, but God gave to an
unlearned boy the gift to translate it.
I will now give you a description of the manner in which the
Book of Mormon was translated. Joseph Smith would put the seer
stone into a hat, and put his face in the hat, drawing it closely
around his face to exclude the light; and in the darkness the
spiritual light would shine. A piece of something resembling
parchment would appear, and on that appeared the writing. One
character at a time would appear, and under it was the interpretation in English. Brother Joseph would read off the English
to Oliver Cowdery, who was his principal scribe, and when it was
written down and repeated to Brother Joseph to see if it was
correct, then it would disappear, and another character with
the interpretation would appear. Thus the Book of Mormon was
translated by the gift and power of God, and not by any power
of man.
The characters I speak of are the engravings on the golden
plates from which the book was translated. They were engraved
thereon by the hand of a holy prophet of God whose name was
Mormon, who lived upon this land four hundred years after
Christ. Mormon’s son, Moroni, after witnessing the destruction of
his brethren, the Nephites, who were a white race
they being
destroyed by the Lamanites (Indians)
deposited the golden
plates in the ground, according to a command of God. An angel of
the Lord directed Brother Joseph to them. The language of the
Nephites is called the reformed Egyptian language.
I will give you the preface to the Book of Mormon, written by
Moroni, and translated in the same manner as the Book was
translated.
PREFACE.
AN ACCOUNT WRITTEN BY THE HAND OF MORMON UPON PLATES
TAKEN FROM THE PLATES OF NEPHI.
“Wherefore, it is an abridgement of the record of the people
of Nephi, and also of the Lamanites; written to the Lamanites;
who are a remnant of the house of Israel; and also to Jew and
Gentile; written by way of commandment, and also by the Spirit of
prophesy and of revelation. Written and sealed up, and hid up

David Whitmer was one of the original “witnesses” to the Book of Mormon. He
was a close confidant and early friend to Joseph Smith. In the later 1830s he objected to
some of the things the Mormons were doing and was forced to leave. This quote is from
his booklet Address To All Believers In Christ, page 12. Notice the manner in which the
Book of Mormon was “translated.” It was carefully, word for word.
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George Stevens, The Myth of “Manuscript Found,” 1888, page 71. This was a defense of the Book of Mormon against “the absurdities of the ‘Spaulding Story.’” It was
“designed for the Instruction and Encouragement of young Latter-day Saints.” Note
how he describes the “translation” of the Book of Mormon. More on the next page.
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Martin Harris was the other “Witness” to the Book of Mormon along with Oliver
Cowdery and David Whitmer. He was the scribe who wrote the Book of Lehi as Joseph
Smith dictated it to him. He certainly would have known the manner of the transcription and he tells us here.
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William Smith, brother of Joseph Smith, detailing the translation of the Book of
Mormon. From Mormon apologist, Francis Kirkham, in A New witness For Christ in
America, Vol. 2.
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Mormon, Edward Stevensen, Remminiscences of Joseph, The Prophet, 1893, p. 30.
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“Now, the first part my husband translated,
was translated by the use of Urim and
Thummim, and that was the part that Martin
Harris lost. After that he used a small stone, not
exactly black, but was rather a dark color....”

Emma (Smith) Bidamon to Mrs. Pilgrim, March 27, 1870. Emma was the widow of
Joseph Smith and in a position to know the details. This explains a supposed contradiction from what others reported in regard to the Urim and Thummin.
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Brigham Roberts in The Comprehensive History of the Church. He confirms the
two ways of the process. But there is more.
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Roberts also confirms the report of Martin Harrabout the specifics of the “translation” that we saw previously.

15

Joseph F. Smith, nephew of
the Joseph Smith, son of Hyrum,
reported this in 1881 in Utah. He
gives the same details that we have
seen in precedng pages.
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Changes in the Book of Mormon
We have seen the evidence of how the Book of Mormon was transcribed. It was a
literal word for word production, supposedly from the golden plates. We have also seen
the claim that it is the most perfect production ever made and had no changes nor
revisions since the moments when Joseph Smith dictated it. Mormons have used intentional deceit in making such claims. Mormons have always criticized the Bible, claiming
there have been so many changes in the original texts of the Bible, so many uncertainties,
so much corruption by translators that the Bible is actually unreliable. These are pitiful
assertions in view of the facts.
The real story of changes in the Book of Mormon begins with the original handwritten manuscripts. There were two manuscripts. The first was the dictated manuscript,
known as the D MANUSCRIPT. The second is the corrected manuscript tht went to
the printer for the first printed edition and is known as the E MANUSCRIPT. The “E”
stands for “emended.” The Emended Manuscript wound up in the hands of the Reorganized Church in Independence, MO.
The Dictated Manuscript was placed in the cornerstone of the Nauvoo House in
Nauvoo Il by Joseph Smith. Emma Smith remarried a non-Mormon at Nauvoo by the
name of Bidamon. After Emma died, Bidamon removed the papers from the cornerstone. Many of the pages had been destroyed by water seepage. Of the pages that were
left, Bidamon divided between the Utah Mormons and the Reorganized Mormons in
Missouri. The Missouri branch did not properly care for their share of the manuscript
and the pages fell apart. So, all that is left of the dictated manuscript is in the hands of
the Utah Mormons.
Richard P. Howard, former historian of the Reorganized Church, in his book Restoration Scriptures, covers these manuscripts extensively. We will see the page from his
book in which he says that from a comparison in the pages that are left of the two
manuscripts that there could have been as many as THIRTY FIVE THOUSAND
CHANGES MADE BEFORE THE EMENDED MANUSCRIPT WENT TO THE
PRINTER. Those are changes made before the book was ever printed! Compare these
facts with the claim of Joseph Fielding Smith and other Mormons that there were never
any changes made.
And, after the first printing, there were nearly 4000 changes made in the Book of
Mormon in following editions and not all of those by Joseph Smith.
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Then Apostle Joseph Fielding Smith, later President of the Church, in The Improvement Era, December 1961. He denies any changes at all in the Book of Mormon.
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Mormon author, Dr. Francis W. Kirkham in A New Witness For Christ in America.
He insists that those who assisted Smith could not be deceived regarding the process of
dictating the Book of Mormon and that “there had been no alterations or changes in the
text after his dictation.” In light of the facts, that is an incredible thing to say.
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From A New Witness For Christ in America, quoting Mormon author, George
Reynolds. Note that Reynolds says that there are only thirty corrections that had to be
made in the dictated manuscript which were only verbal or grammatical. That is far
from the truth!
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Joseph Smith from The History of The Church, vol. 1, pp. 54-55. An “angel”
appeared to them in a bright light holding the gold plates. A voice came out of the light
to say that the translation had been accomplished by the power of God and “the translation you have seen is correct.” Now that is the stamp of approval of God. We find,
however, that this is the claim but not the truth.
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This is page 40 from Restoration Scriptures by Richard Howard, at the time the
Church Historian for the Reorganized Mormons in Independence, MO. Howard clearly
shows the dilemma established by the reports of those involved in the transcription process and family members. The report from those who were involved was that it was a
word for word “translation.” However, that does not explain why there were so many
changes made in the text even after dictation and before it went to the printer. Notice
that Howard says there could have been as many as “thirty-five thousand essential corrections” made in the text before it ever went to the printer. That is considerably more than
the thirty changes in grammar that George Reynolds said. Note the next page for more
information.
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From Restoration Scriptures by Richard Howard. There were thousands of alterations to the E Manuscript preparing for the Second edition of the Book of Mormon.
That should never have been possible considering the manner in which the Book of
Mormon was reportedly translated.
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No, Dr. Sperry, that was a monumental mistake. Recall that the vision in the hat
stayed until the writing of Cowdry was correct! There should be nothing to correct.
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Admission by the influential Hugh Nibley that there were changes made and some
of them best left undone. The next three pages show just a taste, a very small portion, of
the changes made, and their nature. There is not one of “the standard works” of the
Church that Joseph Smith or other Mormons did NOT change, including the Bible.
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First edition , 1830. Note:
“he allotted unto men, yea,
decreeth unto them decrees
which are unalterable...” This
is in keeping with the E Manuscript that went to the printer,
as above. Also note other
changes in the text.

Notice that the current edition shows that there
was a significant deletion. Make the comparison.
The version, as above, had to be changed to its
present form. Neither Smith nor his followers could
abide the original because there were many decrees
of God that were altered by him and by Mormons
since Smith. Mormonism was a cult in creative
progress, adjusting to whatever Smith wanted to
inject and to whatever circumstances demanded.
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The original reads “the virgin whom thou
seest is the mother of God.” Above the line is
written “the Son.” That is why the current
edition reads “the mother of the Son of God.”
This same change is found in several places.

“The everlasting God” was changed to
“the Son of the everlasting God.” There are
other instances of this kind of change. Those
are significant Doctrinal changes. Why could
the Mormon god not get it right to begin with.
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It had to be changed, as seen here in the
current edition. What does this say about an
all powerful God who can’t produce proper
English? Remember, Smith translated the
plates by the power of God in a word for word
rendition. This case cannot be blamed on
the bad grammar of the Nephites nor Joseph
Smith nor explained as “thought” inspiration.

The E Manuscript and the
printed edition of 1830 agree.
Notice the ridiculous image
presented and the grossly ungrammatical language. A
“rent” in a garment refers to
a “tear” in the cloth. Nothing can be written on the tear
in cloth.
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Let’s conclude this section with a couple of quotes from Apostle John Widtsoe,
Joseph Smith - Seeker After Truth, 1951, page 251. The translation, as it came from
Joseph Smith, could not possibly have been changed and is preserved in its original form
for all time. We have seen that this isn’t so but it is what Mormons are told.
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Apostle John Widtsoe, Joseph Smith - Seeker After Truth, 1951, page 118. He affirms
that the translation was made under inspiration from God and it was correct.
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Some Peculiarities in The Book of Mormon
There are many reasons for rejecting the book of Mormon as being of divine origin.
All of the propaganda put out by Mormons about it revealing the fullness of the gospel
falls far short of that. None of the major doctrines of Mormonism are to be found in the
BOM and some of the things found there are downright silly.
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This is a claim made by many Mormon officials. However, here are cardinal doctrines of the Mormon Church not found in the Book of Mormon or the Bible!
1) God has a body of flesh and bones.
2) God is an exalted man.
3) God is a product of eternal progression.
4) Men can become gods.
5) There is no hell and punishment.
6) Pre-existing spirits of men.
7) Marriage for eternity.
8) Polygamy is acceptable to God.
9) Three degrees of glory.
10) A mother in heaven.
11) A New Testament era “Melchizedek priesthood” with offices of Elder, Seventy
and High Priest.
12) A New Testament era “Aaronic priesthood” with offices of Deacon, Teacher
and Priest.
13) Church organization with Stakes and Wards, a First Presidency and President
of the Church, Stake Presidents, Bishoprics, etc.
14) Baptism for the dead; second chance salvation.
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The Book of Mormon is extremely wordy. Jacob 4:1 speaks of difficulty engraving
on the plates. Yet, in 4 Nephi 6, there are 57 words used to just say that 59 years had
passed!
Further, “and it came to pass” is used 2000 times, coupled with “behold” and
“insomuch,” so that the repetition becomes burdensome as well as unnecessary. Smith
could get all of these items into the book but could mess up more important items that
had to be changed.
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The antecedent of the pronoun “they” in the sentence, “and ye also know that they
were fed with manna, in the wilderness,” refers to the armies of Pharaoh.

Here, the great storm that arose was because of their indecision about where steer the
ship. Storms do not appear because of such reasons.

They began to “till the ground with all manner of seeds,” corn wheat, barley, etc.
But, the seeds are what you plant AFTER you “till the ground,” which means to cultivate
the land to prepare it for planting.
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I have never considered a “garb of secrecy” to be either pointed enough nor sharp
enough to stab someone to death. Just how is that done?

If someone was “baptized with fire and the Holy Ghost” I would think they would
know it. But, the Lamanies had that experience and didn’t know it.

The head of Shiz was chopped off but he managed to raise up on his hands then
struggle for breath before dying. We are not told just how long he struggled for breath
but in any respect it is rather outlandish.
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Mormon Newspaper, The Evening and The Morning Star, January, 1833. Note the
part that reads, “The book of Mormon, as a revelation from God, possesses some advantage over the old scriptures; it has not been tinctured by the wisdom of man, with here
and there an Italic word to supply deficiencies...” Notice now the next page.
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Mosiah 14

There are many verses from the King James Version of the Bible found in the Book
of Mormon. Here it is Isaiah chapter 53. It is claimed by Mormon apologists that Smith
recognized when it came upon the gold plates that it was from Isaiah 53 and he just took
his Bible and inserted it in the BOM. However, that didn’t make it a translation of the
gold plates. Also, how does the King James Version relate to the plates since the KJV
didn’t exist when the Nephites were supposed to have written on the gold plates? Notice
as well, the italicized words in the KJV which are included in the BOM but without the
italicization. There weren’t supposed to be italics or human involvement at all in BOM.
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Times and Seasons, Vol. 4
Smith says that “there were no Greek or Latin upon the plates which I,
through the power of God, translated the book of Mormon.” However, TIMOTHY and JONAS are Greek names as are ALPHA and OMEGA. It is obvious
that 3 Nephi 9:18 was taken from Revelation 21:6. Smith obviously did not
recognize their Greek origins. These words could not have existed on any
Nephite gold plates, and indeed, Smith states there were none. This shows the
modern origin of the Book of Mormon. It is like Jacob 7:27 in the Book of
Mormon that closes with the French word ADIEU, for farewell.

Revelation 21:6
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If the record was made according to his knowledge, what confidence can we place in
the record presented. What if his memory failed and he got things wrong? Even if the
translation of the plates was flawless, it still might be a translation of a flawed record.

Here, he tells us that his record may be in error. He presents only what he “thinks”
is sacred.

Jacob records only what HE thinks is the most precious.

41

Another declaration from Jacob that he wrote to the best of his knowledge

Here is a doubt that the man was right in the determining of their time.
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Now we are told there ARE imperfections in the record.

He says it again. There are imperfections in the record.
Why didn’t he write it in Hebrew?

They were written according to his memory.
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Archeology And The Book of Mormon
Mormon representative who come to your home are prone to claim that the Book
of Mormon has been proved by archaeologists. Over the years, some have even insisted
that the Smithsonian Institution and the National Geographic Society have confirmed
the Book of Mormon in their work, or that Archaeologists have used the Book of
Mormon as a guide in their field work. None of this is true. There has never been a
single discovery that has confirmed any part of the book. This is a glaring contrast to the
Bible which has been amply confirmed by archeology. The Bible has even been used as
a field guide for many discoveries.
Many false claims have been made by Mormon apologists in their drive to find the
physical evidence of Book of Mormon people in this hemisphere. Though dishonest in
their use of the “evidence” they produce, most Mormons are eager to accept whatever
they are told without investigation. There have been a few apologists among the Mormon scholars who have left the Church because they have investigated the evidence and
concluded that Mormonism is a fraud. However, in far too many instances, apologists
for the Book of Mormon have simply been dishonest or blind, eager to turn anything
into evidence for what they want to believe. One Mormon family has posted on the
internet a powerpoint presentation that presents many Mayan and other central American ruins as the ruins of Nephite structures and evidence of their presence. However,
even Mormon scholars have rejected such a view.
Lehi Tree of Life Stone
In the early 1950s, a Mormon archaeologist or sorts, Dr. M. Wells Jakeman, announced his conclusions concerning Stela 5, Izapa, discovered in 1939 in Chiapas, Mexico.
It was tagged as the Lehi Tree of Life Stone. Supposedly, it pictured an event from I
Nephi 8, and since then expanded to chapters 11 and 12.
Through journals, newspapers and lectures, the
word was spread about this find. It sparked a wave of
enthusiastic energy through the entire Mormon
Church. At last there was evidence of the Book of
Mormon people in this hemisphere! It was proof to
them that the Book of Mormon was true and Joseph
Smith was really a prophet. Small plaster reproductions of the stone were produced and carried around
by “missionaries” to show people the “evidence.”
However, the fanciful interpretation was not only
rejected by non-Mormon archaeologists but by many
Mormon archaeologists as well. For instance, Dr. John
L. Sorenson, Mormon anthropologist said—

44
“Jakeman’s paper carries trait-list comparison to its logical conclusion... Obviously
comparison remains a key methodological device in the conduct of research in history
and the sciences, but the uncontrolled use of trait comparison leads to absurd conclusions. Particularly, it leads to overambitious interpretations of shared meaning and historical relationship, as in Jakeman’s previous pseudo-identifications of ‘Lehi’ (and other
characters from the Book of Mormon) on an Izapan monument.” (Dialogue: A Journal of
Mormon Thought, Spring 1966, p. 148).

Mormon archaeologist, Dee F. Green quotes Dr. Hugh Nibley in the following publication—
“Science does not arrive at its conclusions by syllogisms, and no people on earth
deplore proof demonstration by syllogism more loudly than real archaeologists do. Yet
Mr. Jakeman’s study is nothing but an elaborate syllogistic stew. The only clear and positive thing about the whole study is the objective the author is determined to reach. With
naive exuberance, he repeatedly announces that he has found ‘exactly what we would expect to find.’ Inevitably there emerges from this dim and jumbled relief exactly what Mr.
Jakeman is looking for.” (Dr. Nibley’s review of Jakeman’s publication on Stela 5, as quoted
in Dialogue: A Journal of Mormon Thought, Summer 1969, p. 75).

In the Journal of Book of Mormon Studies (v. 8, n. 1, 1999), the cover story article is
entitled “The History of an Idea - The Scene on Stela 5 from Izapa Mexico, as a Representation of Lehi’s Vision of the Tree of Life.” On page 17, Hugh Nibley is quoted remarking on Jakeman’s interpretation— “...the author’s loving hand, guided by a wishful eye has
actually created the only evidence available to the reader for testing the author’s theories.”
Dee Green had assisted Jakeman in making a latex mold of the stone in Mexico. On
page 18 of the Studies, Green says that Jakeman had “altered the plaster cast of Stela 5
made from their mold ‘after his interpretation.’” Actually, Jakeman made his interpretation from a drawing he made of the stone, a drawing that was incomplete to start with.
Yet, in spite of the facts from their own “experts,” there are still Mormons who cite the
“Tree of Life Stone” as evidence for the truthfulnessof the Book of Mormon.
Smelting of Iron
Among the many claims made in the Book of Mormon is that the Nephites worked
with iron, smelting and forming it. A statement made by John L. Sorenson has been
pointed to by successive Mormon authors as evidence of this talent of the Nephites. It is
from An Ancient Setting for the Book of Mormon, p.284—
“The possibility that smelted iron either has been or may yet be found is enhanced by
a find at Teotihuacan. A pottery vessel dating to about AD 300, and apparently used for
smelting, contained a ‘metallic-looking’ mass. Analyzed chemically, it proved to contain
copper and iron. Linne, the same Swedish archaeologist who made that find, accepted a
piece of iron found in a tomb at Mitla, Oaxaca, as probably refined.”

The two attached footnotes to this paragraph read as follows—
Sigvald Linne, Mexican Highland Cultures, Ethnographical Museum of Sweden, Publication 7, ns (Stockholm, 1942), p. 132
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Sigvald Linne, Zapotecan Antiquities, Ehthnographical Museum of Sweden, Publication 4, ns (Stockholm, 1938), p. 75.

On page 147 of Linne’s book it says the following—

“Of peculiar character are a rounded object, fig.236, and fragments of a circular plate,
both from Burial 1. The latter, which has the appearance of rusty iron, may have been a
mirror. Analysis has shown both of them to contain a large proportion of sulphur and
iron, and they are undoubtedly iron pyrite (FeS2). There can be no doubt that certain preSpanish objects described as being of iron are nothing but pyrite. Weathering has made
them look rusty.”

This, along with like statements from Linne, mention nothing of a “pottery vessel”
nor anything that would indicate smelting. Linne specifically says that it was sulpher and
iron, not copper and iron and it was pyrite, not smelted iron. While Sorenson would
criticize Jakeman, he did the same thing in regard to smelting of iron. He read into what
Linne wrote just what he wanted to see instead of what was said.
The City of Nahom
I Nephi 16:34 says, “and it came to pass that Ishmael died, and was buried in the
place which was called Nahom.” Ensign magazine is published by the Mormon Church.
In the February 2001 issue, page 79, it says—
“a group of Latter-day Saint researchers recently found evidence linking a site in Yemen,
on the southwest corner of the Arabian peninsula, to a name associated with Lehi’s journey as recorded in the Book of Mormon....Warren Aston, Lynn Hilton, and Gregory
Witt located a stone altar that professional archaeologists dated to at least 700 B.C. This
altar contains an inscription confirming ‘Nahom’ as an actual place that existed in the
peninsula before the time of Lehi. The Book of Mormon mentions that ‘Ishmael died,
and was buried in the place which was called Nahom.’”

An altar was discovered on which it was said that the word “Nahom” was found.
This predated Book of Mormon times so it is claimed that the only way it could have
appeared in the BOM was for the BOM to be true.
The fact is that the altar found does NOT contain the word “Nahom.” What it does
have are three consonants, NHM. But, one can put any vowels with those to make
NIHIM, NEHEM, NIHEM, NAHAM, NOHIM, NEHAM, or any other combinations
if it was ever intended to have vowels by those who made the altar! No one knows what
they stood for. To arbitrarily say, “this is the Nahom of the Book of Mormon” is nothing
but wishful thinking. Yet, there is something else interested about the Ensign article. It
ends by saying—
“This is the first archaeological find that supports a Book of Mormon place-name
other than Jerusalem or the Red Sea...”

Notice that this is the very first instance of such a find. So, after 178 years, they still
haven’t found anything because this altar doesn’t establish that it is the place recorded in
the Book of Mormon. Archaeology has not proven the Book of Mormon record is true.
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The Book of Mormon tells us that the Nephites, descendants of Hebrews, were an
advanced civilization with great cities. They had cultivated fields of wheat, barley and
other grains, had sheep, goats, horses, oxen, donkeys and other animals, smelted iron to
make steel implements with a monetary system of “coins” made of gold and silver. They
had chariots drawn by horses and articles for war; there also were elephants. They had a
writing system that is said to have been “reformed Egyptian” or “reformed Hebrew.”
They also had a form of “Christianity.”
After over half a century of intense archaeological work by Mormons, not one shred
of evidence for the claim of the Book of Mormon has been uncovered. All evidence is to
the contrary.
It is not evidence that has driven Mormons. It is the overwhelming desire to find
something that will fit and support the Book of Mormon. So, they have been prone to
accept anything that they think will support the BOM claims.
This all overlaps with the Geography of the Book of Mormon. What is said of
archaeology can equally be said of geography. No geographical feature in the BOM can
be located anywhere on the map. The BOM, Joseph Smith and all Mormons up to
relative modern times insisted that the Nephite/Lamanite habitation was both North
and South America. But, that poses real problems for Mormons. Some Mormon scholars have presented a limited geography, specifically condemned by Joseph Fielding Smith,
that was isolated to a part of Central America. Yet, that does not satisfy others who insist
that the map has to be turned so that North becomes East. However, none of these
efforts match the BOM record and certainly does not find any of the locations of names
and places. Though the theories have been around for several years, archaeological and
geographical probing still has not uncovered anything.
Thomas Stuart Ferguson established the archaeology department at BYU and for
twenty-five years tried to prove the truth of the Book of Mormon by archaeology. He
finally lost his faith in it. Among numerous things he said about it is the following—
“...you can’t set Book of Mormon geography down anywhere, because it is fictional
and will never meet the requirements of the dirt-archaeology. I should say what is in the
ground will never conform to what is in the book.” (From a letter of Ferguson’s to Mr. &
Mrs. H.W. Lawrence, Feb. 20, 1976)

Former Mormon, Michael Coe, Professor of Anthropology at Yale University, said—
“Let me now state uncategorically that as far as I know there is not one professionally
trained archaeologist, who is not a Mormon, who sees any scientific justification for believing the [Book of Mormon].” (Dialogue: A Journal of Mormon Thought, Vol. 4, Summer, 1973, pp. 4146)

The next few pages show some original documents to put things in perspective.
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This same information is sent out in response to inquiries even today. The letter is
continued on the next page.
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UAS Newslatter #54 - Nov. 19, 1958 - Dee F. Green

UAS Newsletter #66 - May 7, 1960 - Ross T. Christensen
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Mormonism Against Itself
by Maurice Barnett

Part 4

—Changes in the Doctrine & Covenants—
—Lectures on Faith—
“The gospel as the Mormons know it sprang full-grown from
the words of Joseph Smith. It has never been worked over or
touched up in any way, and is free of revisions and alterations.”
Dr. Hugh Nibley, Mormon apologist and historian in No,
Ma’am, That’s Not History, pages 57-58.
“The Prophet and the Church stand in this history free of
historical interpretations and other external trappings. There
are no arguments for its case. There are no attempts to ‘cover
over’ any event.” Apostle John A. Widtsoe, Evidences and
Reconciliations, 3 vols. in 1, page 332.

Joseph Smith, Nauvoo, IL, 1844, shortly before his death

Introduction
“Wherefore, meaning the church, thou shalt give heed unto all his words and commandments which he shall give unto you as he receiveth them, walking in all holiness
before me; For his word ye shall receive, as if from mine own mouth in all patience and
faith.” D&C 21:4-5.

The Standard Works of the Mormon Church are The Book of Mormon, Doctrine
and Covenants, Pearl of Great Price and the Bible. The first three depend solely on
Joseph Smith for their authenticity as inspired documents. Other so called inspired
prophets and seers of the Mormon Church have put their stamp of approval on them but
in light of the evidence their support of the documents is worthless. We have already
seen instances of failure of Smith’s revelations to be fulfilled; we will look now at the fact
that many changes were made so that some things were even reversed in their meaning.
It appears that the Mormon god is changeable and powerless.
Most Mormons believe whatever the leaders tell them and are unaware of changes in
the “revelations” produced by Joseph Smith. It is quite easy to check out the truth or
error of this but Mormons just do not make the effort.
The original form of many of Smith’ revelations were in written form, some of
which were later printed in a Mormon newspaper. The first printed form of the revelations to that point was the Book of Commandments printed in 1833. These later
appeared in 1835 as the Doctrine and Covenants. You can obtain a copy of these over
the internet or at some bookstores. The are printed by a Mormon publishing house with
the title, Joseph Smith Begins His Work, volume 2.
Mormons try to escape the force of these disclosures by saying that the Book of
Commandments was never finished but was destroyed by the Missouri mob that stormed
the printing office; the book was still in unbound, uncut leaves. They attempt to leave
the impression that other revelations to be included were not printed at the moment and
so it is unfair to criticize it as we have it now. However, there are some facts to be
considered.
(1) Many copies of it had already been bound and distributed to members. (See An
Address To All Believers In Christ by David Whitmer, one of the witnesses to the Book
of Mormon, page 54ff). The reason the mob destroyed the print office, type and whatever had aready been printed was because they had read some of the revelations. What
enraged them was to learn that Mormons were being told to take over the territory from
the settlers because it was to be the Mormon Zion.
(2) If we grant that it was not completed and more revelations were to be added,
what was printed was accepted where or not other revelations were to be included or
not! Adding other revelations would not change what these already printed had to say.
It is what was printed that we are looking at here.

(3) You will see that Joseph Smith approved of what had been printed and was
available to the Mormons. He found only FOUR errors and they were only TYPOGRAPHICAL. The book was accepted by the “prophet,” himself, as printed. The
Mormon printer, W.W. Phelps put his stamp of approval on it as well and said that the
Book of Commandments had been accepted by the Mormons as a matter of fact. He
was talking about the same PRINTED book that we now have, as found in Joseph Smith
Begins His Work, vol. 2
(4) Chapter one of the Book of Commandments is stated to be a Preface to the book
of Commandments. Verse 7 of the 1833 edition says—
“Search these commadments, for they are true and faithful, and the prophecies and
promises which are in them, shall be fulfilled. What I the Lord have spoken, I have spoken, and I excuse not myself, and though the heavens and the earth pass away, my word
shall not pass away, but shall all be fulfilled, whether by mine own voice, or by the voice of
my servants, it is the same: For behold and lo, the Lord is God, and the Spirit beareth
record, and the record is true, and the truth abideth forever and ever: Amen.”

We are told very specifically that these are revelations from God, word for word.
They were dictated to Joseph Smith without alteration or deletion. We ask then why
there have been so many changes within just the next two years after the first printing of
them in 1833? In fact, the original form of Smith’s revelations was in the Kirtland
Revelation Book, a handwritten collection going back before 1833. There were changes
made in the revelations all along the way.
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The Claim That The Revelations
Are Unchanged
On the following five pages are statements from Joseph Smith to the present that
claim the revelations of Joseph Smith, from the beginning, were never changed in any
respect. This is what most Mormons believe because (1) that is what they have been
constantly taught and (2) they have never investigated the facts to see if the claim is true or
not. We will see that the claim is far from the truth. Numerous changes were made,
most of them by Joseph Smith. Several were changed after the death of Smith, all the way
up to 1921.
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The Kirtland Revelation Book was the handwritten form of early “revelations” of
Joseph Smith while they were in Kirtland, Ohio. The passage at the top is from Doctrine
& Covenants section 104. Note the underlined portion that says, “and to prepare my
people for the time when I shall dwell with them, which is nigh at hand.” However, the
ORIGINAL revelation is a prediction of the soon return of the Lord, “the time of my
coming which is nigh at hand.” That is a significant change in the “revelation.” They
couldn’t let that stand. Further, the shaded area in the handwritten copy has been
completely deleted from the D&C.

8

This is a revelation to one Jesse Gause, March 15, 1832 in the Kirtland Revelation
Book. The upper section is the part of the Index that presents it as a revelation of Gause.
Below is the revelation proper that shows Jesse Gause’s name has been blacked out and
Frederick G. Williams name added above the line. Gause soon left the Mormons and
rather than waste a good revelation it was simply used for Frederick G. Williams.
Recall in preceding pages the claim that there were no changes at all in the revelations. Those authorities testified as to how particular Smith was in not changing a single
word of the revelation because they were the words of god. However, that was a myth
promoted by Smith, an act if you will, to lend drama to his “revelations.” That myth is
continued by his followers even today.

9

Joseph Smith could only find four typographical errors in the PRINTED copy of the
Book of Commandments. This meant that some of the books from the printing existed
before the mob destroyed the rest.

10

W.W. Phelps, the printer, acknowledges that the Book of Commandments existed
and was well known among the Mormons.

11

From the Book of Commandments - 1833. Note that all prophecies and promises
would be fulfilled. Yet, many of these prophecies and promises would be changed by the
very next printing in less than two years!

12

This was a “revelation” to Joseph Smith after the wife of Martin Harris stole the
Book of Lehi, the very first part of the Book of Mormon which Smith “translated.” It
has God saying that the designs and purposes of God cannot be frustrated nor fail. That
contradicts other “revelations” of God that excuse failures of his plans when they don’t
happen. Note also the failures and changes in “revelations” shown in the coming pages.

13

Notice that it is that “even so shall the knowledge of my people, the Nephites, and
the Jacobites....come to the knowledge of the Lamanites.” There’s more - next page.

14

Just two years later, that revelation had changed, significantly. Now it was the knowledge of a Savior that would come to the knowlege of all these people, including the
Lamanites. Many words and the substance of the “revelation” also chaged. The Mormon god just couldn’t get it right - or was it Joseph Smith?

15

Joseph Smith was given only one gift, that of translating the gold plates of the Book
of Mormon. He was not to pretend to any other gift. But, see next page.

16

Two years later that section was changed. Now the “revelation” opens it up for other
gifts following that of translating the gold plates of the Book of Mormon. Smith’s
movement was a work in progress that changed as circumstances and his imagination
dictated.

17

The shaded area is a revelation that god would establish “my church like unto the
church which was taught by my disciples in the days of old.” The Mormon Church is
totally unlike the church of the first century in organization, doctrine and practice.
Smith had his own vision of what the Church would be like which he formed. This
entire section was deleted. It does not appear in the 1835 D&C.

18

Compare this with the preceding page. Not only was a large portion deleted from
this prophecy but norice the amount of material that was changed and added.

19

First, Oliver Cowdry is promised the Spirit of Revelation. But that is not the only
gift he is given. He is given the “rod of nature” that works in his hands and tells him
whatever he asks. This refers to a “dowsing rod” that ordinarily was, thought by many,
used to find water

20

In 1835, the “revelation” to Oliver Cowdry has been changed from the dowsing rod
of superstitious folklore to “the gift of Aaron.” This is presently interpreted to mean the
right to act as spokesman for Smith as Aaron did for Moses. Big change!

21

Notice the phrasing of “for in them are all things written, concerning my church,
my gospel, and my rock. Wherefore if you shall build up my church and my gospel, and
my rock...” This was changed in the 1835 D&C as seen on the next page.

22

Now the wording was changed because the 1833 form of the prophecy was too
confining. The “revelation” is changed to read “the foundation of my church my gosple
and my rock; wherefore, if you shall build up my church upon the foundation of my
gospel....” There would be many things added to the “foundation” Smith had laid
down. He opened it all up to change with this form of the “revelation.”

23

Smith attempted to set up a communistic society for the Mormons. ALL of their
property was to be turned over to the the bishop of the Church to be dispensed with
equity to all at the discretion of Mormon authorities.

24

The Mormon people wholy rejected the attempt to make them into a communistic
society. So, the Mormon god had to change the revelation, or was it Joseph Smith?
Brigham Young later tried the same thing in Utah and met with the same response. In
any respect the “revelation” was changed, drastically.

25

God is going to consecrate the riches of the Gentiles, non-Mormons, to the Mormon
people. This is the sort of thing that enraged the Missouri people to the point of destroying the printing office in 1833. So, the next page shows a big change in the “revelation.”

26

Two years later, 1835, the “revelation” was changed.to “consecrate of the riches of
those who embrace my gospel among the Gentiles.” That’s a huge difference from the
1833Book of Commandments two years before.

27

This is a rather humerous “revelation” from god; it is a command. When the Mormons were assembled, they were to take notes “with a pen.” In that day, it would have
been a quill pen, which was a feather taken from the wing of a large bird, preferably in
the Spring. It was sharpened and dipped in ink to write with. But, there is more to this.

28

Two years later, there is no reference to a writing instrument. If the “command”
had stood to the present, the specific nature of the command would have limited Mormons to taking notes only with a quill pen. But, of course, they would have found a way
to get around that command as they have on so many other “revelations.”

29
Not all changes were made in the “revelations” by Joseph Smith.
We have looked at only a few of the 2,643 changes made in the 1835
edition. We will note other changes in other parts of this series.
Here is a breakdown of years and changes.
1835 edition ---------- 2,643 changes
1844 edition ---------- 18 changes
1845 edition --------- 36 changes
1846 edition --------- no changes
1852 edition --------- 11 changes
1854 edition --------- 10 changes
1876 edition --------- 2 changes
1882 edition --------- 1 change
1921 edition --------- 91 changes

30

This page and the next show a different view of changes made in the “revelations” of
Joseph Smith. These are changes made since the originals. Additions, deletions and
other changes are obvious. These two pages are typical of many more that could be
shown.

31

Recall the claims at the beginning of this material. From Smith to the present time,
the claim is made that there were no changes, no coverups or any other thing done to the
revelations of Joseph Smith since they were first given. That is not true. And, we have
viewed here only a small part of the evidence. There are many more like these.
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Doctrine and Covenants- Lectures On Faith
The Dotrine and Covenants was first published, under that name, in 1835. It was
composed of two parts, as the name indicates. Part one was the Lectures On Faith. The
other part was the stated “revelations” designated as “covenants. The two parts remained
combined until the Reorganized LDS removed the Lectures in 1897 and the Utah LDS
did the same in 1921. The title of the book, however, remained the same.
The Lectures on Faith were given in Kirtland, Ohio in what was named The School
of the Prophets. The School of the Prophets was originally commanded to be organized
in a revelation on December 27, 1832. The lectures were attended by some three to four
hundred leading men in the Church. The classes were on a variety of subjects but the
Lectures on Faith covered only select topics. Joseph Fielding Smith said—
“Now the Prophet did know something about these Lectures on Faith, because he
helped to prepare them, and he helped also to revise these lectures before they were published...” (Doctrines of Salvation, Vol. 3, page 195).

Another report says—
“Elder John Smith, taking the lead of the High Council in Kirtland, bore record that
the revelations in said book [the “covenants”] were true, and that the lectures [Lectures on
Faith] were judiciously arranged and compiled and were profitable for doctrine; whereupon the High Council of Kirtland accepted and acknowledged them as the doctrine and
covenants of their faith, by a unanimous vote” (Messenger and Advocate, 1:161).

The High Council at Kirtland voted—
“Joseph Smith, Jr., Oliver Cowdery, Sidney Rigdon, and F.G. Williams were appointed
a committee ‘to arrange the items of the doctrine of Jesus Christ,’ for the govenment of the
church; with the provision that, ‘These items are to be taken from the Bible, Book of
Mormon, and the revelations which have been given unto the church, up to this date, or
shall be until such arrangements are made.’ “ (RLDS Church History, 1:523).

Once the committee’s work was finished and the Doctrine and Covenants was completed, a General Assembly was held in Kirtland on August 17, 1835. This assembly,
whose actions are recorded in the RLDS Doctrine and Covenants section 108A, approved the Doctrine and Covenants as the law of the Church, and the “doctrine and
covenants of their faith.” Representatives from each of the priesthood quorums of the
Church were present and approved the book in its entirety by a unanimous vote.
Once one looks at the Lectures on Faith, he can understand why the Mormons in
modern times want to push them into the background. Here is one list of reasons given
for their removal from D&C—
*They are lectures, not revelations from God, and the Doctrine and Covenants consists of revelations given to Joseph Smith and other prophets.
*They are explanations of the principle of faith but not strictly doctrinal.
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*They have never been canonized by the body of Church membership.
*They do not give a complete view of the Church’s teachings about the Godhead.
*Since the Lectures on Faith are not considered either commandments or revelations, their inclusion in the Doctrine and Covenants might have otherwise been
confusing to members.

Another wording of reasons is from John William Fitzgerald, in his thesis, A Study
of the Doctrine and Covenants. He states as follows—
“The reasons for the omission of these Lectures from the Doctrine and Covenants
beginning in the 1921 edition and all the subsequent editions as given to the writer by
Elder Joseph Fielding Smith were as follows:
‘(a) They were not received as revelations by the prophet Joseph Smith.
‘(b) They are instructions relative to the general subject of faith. They are explanations
of this principle but not doctrine.
‘(c) They are not complete as to their teachings regarding the Godhead. More complete instructions on the point of doctrine are given in section 130 of the 1876 and all
subsequent editions of the Doctrine and Covenants.
‘(d) It was thought by Elder James E. Talmage, chairman, and other members of the
committee who were responsible for their omission that to avoid confusion and contention on this vital point of belief.

First, the early Mormons, the inspired prophet and others who claimed inspiration,
those who claimed to be guided by the Holy Spirit in understanding — they all understood the lectures on doctrine to be scripture. John William Fitzgerald states as follows
on page 345 of his thesis— “The ‘Lectures on Faith’ were voted on unanimously by the
conference assembled August 17, 1835 to be included in the forthcoming book of doctrine and covenants. The writer could find no documentary evidence that they were
voted on by the general conference of the Church to be omitted in the 1921 and all
subsequent editions of the Doctrine [and] Covenants.” The fact is, the Lectures on Faith
were “canonized” by the Church.
Second, there is no doubt that confusion results from the contradictions on the view
of God in the Lectures as compared with later Mormon doctrines about God. The
Lectures present God as spirit as versus a tangible person and only one god among many
gods who had been humans but continued in godhood to be persons of flesh.
The Teachings of the Living Prophets is a manual for Mormon Seminary and Institutes of Religion students which is published by the LDS Church and copyrighted by the
LDS President. On page 17 it says—
“In addition to the Bible, any message given by God’s prophets through the power of
the Holy Ghost is scripture.”

Mormons just can’t make up their minds which way it really is.

34

Preface to 1835 D&C. Note the descriptions of these Lectures that are used. The
next page will show the second page of the Preface.

35

The authority of the book, including the Lectures on Faith, is clearly presented.
They are accountable for EVERY principle advanced in the book. The Lectures are
presented as doctrine of the Church.

36

Note that the Lectures on Faith state there are two personages that make up God and
the Father is a personage of SPIRIT. However, the present D&C states the Father has a
body of flesh and bones as tangible as our human bodies. Only the Holy Spirit is spirit.
No wonder the Mormon officials wanted the Lectures removed from the D&C.

37

The Father is a personage of spirit while the Son is a personage of tabernacle, made
and fashioned like unto man....

38

Here, the Lectures on Faith say that there are two personages in the Godhead, Father
and Son. Then it turns around and later says that the Father, Son and Holy Spirit
constitute the Godhead. The current D&C says that all three are one God. Which is it?

Mormonism A gainst Itself
by Maurice Barnett

-- Part 5 -Bible Verses Used by
Mormons Relative to the
Book of Mormon

Joseph Smith

In order to lend authority to the Book of Mormon, Mormons refer to several passages in the
Bible. They claim these passages foretell the Book of Mormon, Mormon peoples and events. However, their claims are not only mere assertion but in some instances obviously dishonest.
GENESIS 11:9—————————————————————————————
“Therefore is the name of it called Babel; because the Lorddid there confound the language of all the
earth: and from thencedid the Lord scatter them abroad upon the face of all the earth.”
MORMON ARGUMENT: This passage refers to the coming of the Jaredites to the Americas after
the scattering at the tower of Babel.
ANSWER:
1) Mere speculation. Supposing there were peoples that cameto the Americas at that time, and that
is just speculation, there is no evidence the “Jaredites” were those people.
GENESIS 48:16————————————————————————————
“
The angel which redeemed me from all evil, bless the lads;and let my name be named on them, and
the name of my fathersAbraham and Isaac; and let them grow into a multitude in the
midst of the earth.”
MORMON ARGUMENT: The Book of Mormon people, being of the tribe of Manasseh, fulfill this
by coming to America, which is in the”midst of the earth,” the center. See any map.
ANSWER:
1) Note that BOTH Ephraim and Manasseh had this blessing.
2) Several places can be called “center” of the earth on a map. It depends oh where you look.
3) Isaiah 5:8 uses the same phrase, “midst of the earth,” to talk about land grabbers IN PALESTINE, which is where Ephraim and Manasseh were to grow into a multitude!

GENESIS 49:22
“Joseph is a fruitful bough, even a fruitful bough by a wellwhose branches run over the wall...”
MORMON ARGUMENT: The branches are the children of Joseph, and thewall they ran over was
the sea. Nahum 3:8 calls the sea awall. So this refers to the Book of Mormon people coming to
the Americas.
ANSWER:
1) There are two different words for WALL. In Nahum 3:8 it is CHOMA and emphasis is a BARRIER (Gesenius, p. 265).in Genesis 49:22 the word is SHUR and the emphasis is an arrangement of stones to make up a wall (Gesenius, p. 812). Here in Genesis it is the sides of
a WELL, not a sea!
2) This passage speaks of the richest place to plant a tree, or any other plant - next to water. The term
“whose branches run over the wall” only emphasises the fertility of the place and how
prosperous Joseph will be.

DEUTERONOMY 33:13-17—————————————————————————
“And of Joseph he said, Blessed of the Lord be his land, for the precious things of heaven, for the
dew, and for the deep thatcoucheth beneath, and for the precious fruits brought forth by the sun, and for the
precious things put forth by the moon, and for the chief things of the ancient mountains, and for the precious things of the lasting hills, and for the precious things of the earth and fulness thereof, and for the good
will of him thatdwelt in the bush: let the blessing come upon the head of Joseph, and upon the top of the
head of him that was separated from his brethren. His glory is like the firstling of his bullock, and his horns
are like the horns of unicorns: with them he shall push the people together to the ends of the earth: and they
are the ten thousands of Ephraim and they are the thousands of Manasseh.”
MORMON ARGUMENT: The children of Joseph came to America where everything was so rich.
Only America has such riches.
ANSWER:
1) There are many other countries that are equally “rich”with this one. However, this statement is
speaking of the superior blessings Ephraim and Manasseh would have in Canaan. Joshua
17:14 shows how they received a double portion when the people entered the land, and
theywere choice portions.
PSALM 85:11—————————————————————————————
“
Truth shall spring out of the earth; and righteousness shall look down from heaven.”f
MORMON ARGUMENT: The “gold plates” of the Book of Mormon were hidden in the ground
until they were given to Joseph Smith; hence “truth shall spring out of the earth.”
ANSWER:
1) This is an exceptionally strained interpretation of the Mormons. This Psalm sets forth what is
going to prosper and grow. “Spring out” comes from TSAMACH (Gesenius Lexicon, p.
712), and means “...things which sprout forth from the earth, produce, fruit of the earth...”Truth
will sprout forth like the produce of the earth, and will prosper. This is figurative. The
context of this Psalm is of blessings that come so that “glory may dwell in our land.”
2) James J. Strang claims to have found some plates in the ground and translated them into the
Book Of The Law Of The Lord. He had some Witnesses, etc. All just likeJoseph Smith did
with the Book of Mormon. Why would not his work be as much a fulfillment of this Psalm
as the Book of Mormon? There is as much evidence for oneas the other!
ISAIAH 16:8—————————————————————————————
“For the fields of Heshbon languish and the vine of Sibmah: the lords of the heathen have broken
down the principal plants thereof, they are come even unto Jazer, they wandered through the wilderness:
her branches are stretched out, they are gone over the sea.”
MORMON ARGUMENT: Heshbon was taken by Israel, Numbers 21:25-26, and the branches that
are gone over the sea refers to Israelites that came across the ocean to America.
ANSWER:
1) Israelites are not referred to here at all! By the time of Isaiah1s statement here the Moabites were
in control of Heshbon. The entire sixteenth chapter is speaking of Moab. Jeremiah 48 also
records these same things against Moab.
2) Jeremiah 48 refers to the Sea of Jazer. Scholars say a body of water once existed, now dried up,
between Jazer and Moab, which fleeing Moabites would have to cross.

ISAIAH 18:1-3————————————————————————————
“Woe to the land shadowing with wings, which is beyond the rivers of Ethiopia: that sendeth ambassadors by the sea, even invessels of bulrushes upon the waters, saying, Go, ye swift messengers to a nation
scattered and peeled, to a people terriblefrom their beginning hitherto; a nation meted out and troddendown,
whose land the rivers have spoiled! All ye inhabitants ofthe world, and dwellers on the earth, see ye, when
he lifteth upan ensign on the mountains; and when he bloweth a trumpet, hear ye.”
MORMON ARGUMENT: North and South America appear like two wings in outline, and are be
yond Ehtiopia from Palestine. The ensign to be raised was the Book of Mormon that people are to
hear.
ANSWER:
1) Ezekiel 30:9-12 shows that to reach Ethiopia one had to go by boat. The rivers had to be crossed.
The land beyond the rivers of Ethiopia would be Ethiopia.
2) The land “beyond the rivers” sent ambassadors by the sea. Where would that be true in regard to
the Book of Mormon people sending ambassadors back to the former land?
3) The ensign was not the Book of Mormons. Isaiah 11:10 says “And in that day there shall be a
root of Jesse, which shall stand for an ensign of the people; to it shall the Gentiles seek: and
his rest shall be glorious.” This refers to Jesus; He was the ensign, not the Book of Mormon!
ISAIAH 29:1-4————————————————————————————
“Woe to Ariel, to Ariel, the city where David dwelt! add ye year to year; let them kill sacrifices. Yet I
will distress Ariel, and there shall be heaviness and sorrow: and it shall be unto me as Ariel. And I will camp
against thee round about, and will lay siege against thee with a mount, and I will raise forts against thee.
And thou shalt be brought down, and shalt speak out of the ground, and thy speech shall be low out of the
dust, and thy voice shall be, as of one that hath a familiar spirit, ouf of the ground, and thy speech shall
whisper out of the dust.”
MORMON ARGUMENT: The voice from the dust with a familiar spirit can only mean the Book of
Mormon that came out of the ground at Cumorah, and had some of the writings of Jewish prophets,
such as Isaiah.
ANSWER:
1) This section is denouncing Jerusalem and it would be tak-n low like dust. The “familiar spirit”
refers to a DEMON, not some familiar prophet, like Isaiah. I don’t think this helps Mor
mons very much!
“And the vision of all is become unto you as the words of a book that is sealed,
which men deliver to one that is learned, saying, Read this, I pray thee: and he saith, I
cannot; for it is sealed: And the book is delivered to him that is not learned, saying, Read
this, I pray thee:and he saith, I am not learned.
MORMON ARGUMENT: This is a prophecy fulfilled when Martin Harris took the sample copy of
characters from the gold plates to Charles Anthon. The sealed book was the plates, delivered
to the learned man, Anthon, who could not read it because it was sealed. It was then taken to the
unlearned man, Joseph Smith, who could read it. Hence came the Book of Mormon. This is a
specific prophecy of the bringing forth of that book.__
1) This doesnTt fit the facts; the order is reversed. The gold plates supposedly were
brought to Joseph Smith (the unlearned) first, who sent a transcript of the characters
and translation to Anthon (the learned),so it is claimed

2) Neither the learned nor the unlearned of Isaiah can read the book. Note the unlearned replies that he
is not learned. Nothing is said about his reading it, but rather refusal because he is not
learned. Verse 18 does say who will understand the book; note “And in that day shall the deaf hear the words of the book, and the eyes of the blind
shall see out of obscurity, and out of darkness.”
The learned and unlearned couldn’t but the blind and deaf will.
3) The context of these two verses belong to prophecies of events of FIRST CENTURY PALESTINE,
not 1830 Mormonism! See the specific fulfillment in these passages Isaiah 29:10 ——— Romans 11:8
Isaiah 29:13 ——— Matthew 15:7-9
Isaiah 29:14 ——— I Corinthians 1:18-19
Isaiah 29:14——— Acts 2:22
Isaiah 29:18-19 — Matthew 11:4-6
It should be evident the entire section, including verses 11-12, were fulfilled in first century Palestine in the coming of Jesus and the Gospel preached by Him and the apostles then. The
Jewish leaders and their followers refused to listen to Jesus and the Gospel. Acts 13:27-29
detail who the learned and unlearned were that would not see nor hear. But the downtrodden, poor, and common people heard him gladly.
ISAIAH 45:8—————————————————————————————
“Drop down, ye heavens, from above, and let the skies pour down righteousness: let the earth open,
and let them bring forth salvation, and let righteousness spring up together: I the Lord
have created it.”
MORMON ARGUMENT: The Book of Mormon was hidden in the earth, and was brought forth
bringing salvation, just as Isaiah says.
ANSWER:
1) The figure of speech is of righteousness, like rain, comes down, and salvation comes out of the
earth like a plant, and righteousness springs up as well. To make this apply to the Book of
Mormon is another gross assumption. Why should it apply to the Book of Mormon any
more than to James J. Strangfs Book? The latte supposedly came in the same way as the
Book of Mormon.
JEREMIAH 49:30-33——————————————————————————
n
Flee, get you far off, dwell deep, 0 ye inhabitants of Hazor, saith the Lord; for Nebuchadrezzar king
of Babylon hath taken counsel against you, and hath conceived a purpose against you. Arise, get you up
unto the wealthy nation, that dwelleth without care, saith the Lord, which have neither gates nor bars,
which dwell alone. And their camels shall be a booty, and the multitude of their cattle a spoil: and I will
scatter into all winds them that are in the utmost corners; and I will bring their calamity from all sides
thereof, saith the Lord. And; Hazor: shall be a dwelling for dragons, and a desolation for ever: there shall
no man abide there, nor any son of man dwell in it.”
MORMON ARGUMENT: The Jews were to flee nunto the wealthy nation.” The only nation that
answers to this is America and so this is fulfilled in the Book of Mormon people obeying this command in coming to this country.

ANSWER:
1) The Mormons grossly pervert this passage. It shows how far they will strain the scriptures to find
some:authority for the Book of Mormon. The Hazor spoken of here was NOT JEWISH but
Gentile. Beginning with chapter 46, Jeremiah pronounces God’s statements to Gentiles,
what was to befall them and what they were to do. Note especially Jeremiah 48:28, the
‘’kingdoms of Hazor, which, Nebuchadrezzar, King of Babylon, shall smite...”
2) This could not have been a command of God to Jews to flee to some nation across the sea; See
Jeremiah 27:8.
3) The “wealthy nation” spoken of was Arabia whose people dwelt in tents, without cities,
hence those who “dwelt without care...have neither gates nor bars, which dwell alone,” and
yet had camels and other booty.
EZEKIEL 37:15-22———————————————————————————
“The word of the LORD came again unto me, saying, Moreover, thou son of man, take thee one stick,
and write upon it, For Judah, and for the children of Israel his companions: then take another stick, and
write upon it, For Joseph, the stick of Ephraim, and for all the house of Israel his companions: And join
them one to another into one stick; and they shall become one in thine hand. And when the children of thy
people shall speak unto thee, saying, Wilt thou not shew us what thou meanest by these? Say unto them,
Thus saith the Lord GOD; Behold, I will take the stick of Joseph, which is in the hand of Ephraim, and the
tribes of Israel his fellows, and will put them with him, even with the stick of Judah, and make them one
stick, and they shall be one in mine hand. And the sticks whereon thou writest shall be in thine hand before
their eyes. And say unto them, Thus saith the Lord GOD; Behold, I will take the children of Israel from
among the heathen, whither they be gone, and will gather them on every side, and bring them into their own
land: And I will make them one nation in the land upon the mountains of Israel; and one king shall be king
to them all: and they shall be no more two nations, neither shall they be divided into two kingdoms any
more at all.”
MORMON ARGUMENT: The two “sticks” refer to the Bible and the Book of Mormon. Books were
written on scrolls and rolled upon sticks, so that is the meaning of “sticks” in this passage; they
mean “scrolls” or “books.” The stick of Judah was the Bible, and the stick of Ephraim was the Book
of Mormon. So, this is a prophecy that foretells the bringing forth of theBook of Mormon.
ANSWER:
1) This is an oft quoted section of scriptures used to legitimize the Book of Mormon.
2) Ezekiel is speaking of the return of the Jews from Babylonian captivity. They will come again
into their own land. Judah and Ephraim will thenbecome one nation, no longer divided into
two kingdoms, and will have one king over them. The two “sticks” represented the joining
of the two into one nation. Note the context.
3) Hebrew has a word for “scroll” and a word for “stick.” Ezekiel uses the word for “stick.”
Gesenius Hebrew Lexicon, p. 646, defines the word as “wood, specially of a wooden post,
stakem gibbet.” It was a rod, branch or staff, etc. NEVER A SCROLL, OR BOOK. Book of
Mormon was supposedly written on metal plates, not on a scroll - doesn’t fit!
4) As far as being destined for greatness was concerned, God rejected Ephraim and chose Judah, as
per Psalms 78:67-68. Mormons place emphasis on Ephraim.
5) Nephite record couldn’t be fulfillment of any “stick of Ephraim” seeing the Nephites were descen
dants of Manasseh, and not Ephraim, according to Alma 10:2-31

MALACHI 3:1-3————————————————————————————
“Behold, I will send my messenger, and he shall prepare the way before me: and the Lord, whom ye
seek, shall suddenly come to his temple, even the messenger of the covenant, whom ye delight in: behold,
he shall come, saith the Lord of Hosts. But who may abide the day of his coming? and who shall stand
when he appeareth? for he is like a refiner?s fire, and like fullers’soap. And he shall sit as a refiner and
purifier of silver: andhe shall purify the sons of Levi, and purge them as gold and sil-ver, that they may offer
unto the Lord an offering in righteousness.”
MORMON ARGUMENT: This refers to the coming forth of the Book of Mormon and the conferring of the Aaronic Priesthood on Joseph Smith and Oliver Cowdery.
ANSWER:
1) This was fulfilled in the first century with the coming of John the Baptist in Palestine. This is
CLEARLY the fact from Matthew 11:10-14, Mark 1:1-4, Luke 3:4-5; the latter two pas
sages from Isaiah, but still on the same subject. How can one take a prophecy that so clearly
is stated as fulfilled in first century Palestine, and insist it refers to Smith and Cowdery, etc?
2) The phrase, ”But who may abide the day of his coming?” is claimed to not have fulfillment in the
first century, for they could abide him. Mormons say it must be yet future, so there are many
“comings” of Jesus. But this phrase is a question, the answer being that the righteous could
accept that day of his coming, the wicked could not.
JOHN 10:16—————————————————————————————
“And other sheep I have, which are not of this fold: them also I must bring, and they shall hear my
voice; and there shall be one fold, and one shepherd.”
MORMON ARGUMENT: As in 3 Nephi 15:21-16:5 it refers to the Nephites in the Americas as well
as the lost ten tribes. It does not refer to the Gentiles.
ANSWER:
1) We ask, with Alma 5:39 - “And now if ye are not the sheepof the good shepherd, of what fold are
ye? Behold, I say unto you, that the devil is your shepherd, and ye are of his fold; and now
who can deny this? Behold, I say unto you, whosoever denieth this is a liar and a child of the
devil.” If the Gentiles cannot be sheep of the good shepherd, even though they are saved in
Christ, of what fold are they? This passage presents only the one fold of Christ or that of the
devil. The Mormon rendition is speculation on John 10:16, and the statement of 3 Nephi
15 is error concocted by Smith.
2) Ephesians 2:13-14, speaking of Jew and Gentile - “But now, in Christ Jesus, ye who sometime
were afar off are made nigh by the blood of Christ. For he is our peace,who hath made both
one, and hath broken down the middle wall of partition between us.” The Gentiles who
wouldrespond to the Gospel, though different from the Jew, would unite with the Jews in
one fold, with one Shepherd, Christ.
II CORINTHIANS 13:1—————————————————————————
n
....In the mouth of two or three witnesses shall every wordbe established.”
MORMON ARGUMENT: There were three witnesses to the Book of Mormon, as well as other
witnesses, thus establishing the Bookof Mormon.

ANSWER:
1) There are “witnesses” to all sorts of things, but it does not prove a thing to be true. James J.
Strang had some”witnesses” testimony printed at the front of his Book Of The Law Of The
Lord, just like the Book of Mormon. Why will not Mormons accept Strang’s Book?
II TIMOTHY 3:16-17——————————————————————————
“All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction,
for instruction in righteousness: That the man of God may be perfect, thoroughly furnished unto all good
works.”
MORMON ARGUMENT: The Book of Mormon is scripture inspired of God and therefore necessary to our perfection.
ANSWER:
1) They assume the thing to be proven, that the Book of Mormon is inspired of God. They have
to prove THAT first.
REVELATION 14:6———————————————————————————
“And I saw another angel fly in the midst of heaven, having the everlasting gospel to preach unto them
that dwell on the earth, and to every nation and kindred, and tongue, and people.”
MORMON ARGUMENT: An angel gave the plates to Joseph Smith that contained the full gospel to
be preached. This prophesies of that.
ANSWER:
1) Another assumption. To claim connection here does not prove it. Notice the next verse of the
chapter.. The words of the Angel in verse 7 were never uttered to Joseph Smith in any
claimed appearance to him.

Mormonism Against Itself
by Maurice Barnett

Part 6

—Miscellaneous Failures—
Strange Teachings
Smith’s Glaring Inabilities
“Mormonism, as it is called, must stand or fall on the story of Joseph Smith.
He was either a prohet of God, divinely called, properly appointed and commissioned, or he was one of the biggest frauds this world has ever seen. There is no
middle ground.
“If Joseph Smith was a deceiver, who wilfully attenpted to mislead the people,
then he should be exposed; his claims should be refuted, and his doctrines shown
to be false, for the doctrines of an impostor cannot be made to harmonize in all
particulars with divine truth. If his claims and declarations were built upon fraud
and deceit, there would appear many errors and contradictions, which would be
easy to detect. The doctrines of false teachers will not stand the test when tried by
the accepted standards of measurement, the scriptures.”
—Joseph Fielding Smith, Doctrines of Salvation, vol. 1, p. 188
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1

Placing Confidence in Men
Early Mormon apostacies were as monumental and far reaching as their conversions.
The men that Smith gathered around him were not a very trustworthy lot. Yet, Smith
claimed that God told him in whom to place his confidence, a very hollow claim in view
of the fact that he later had to condemn the very same individuals in the most specific
and striking manner. The Mormon “God” makes too many mistakes to be God.
We have seen in preceding parts of this series just how much of a failure as a prophet
Joseph Smith proved to be. He was an outstanding con-man, his personal character was
seriously flawed but we can say that he was stedfast in the course he set for himself.
However, this can be accounted for by his tremendous ego. There is no place this is more
evident than in his boastings about how invicible he was and in his ability to choose the
right men for the right job. This was in spite of failures in both areas.

2

Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 5, page 392, May 1843. Smith claims
divine direction in choosing others for special work.

Joseph Smith, History of the Chruch, vol. 3, page 232, May, 1843. Ten of the twelve
men Smith appointed as Apostles had turned against him. He wrote this in the same
month he said that God showed him in whom to place his confidence. Two our of
twelve isn’t a very good percentage for the Mormon god’s direction.

3

Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 5, page 392, May 1843. Smith claims
divine direction in choosing others for special work.

Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 2, page 194. Blessing on Thomas Marsh.

Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 3, page 232. Later, Marsh is condemned!

4

Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 5, page 392, May 1843. Smith claims
divine direction in choosing others for special work.

Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 2, page 191, February, 1835 - one of the 12

Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 2, page 190, February, 1835 - one of the 12

5

Joseph Smith, Elders Journal, August, 1838, page 56. In just three years, these two
original Apostles picked by Joseph Smith had turned against Smith and the Mormon
Church. The condemnation is harshly specific. Why did not the Mormon god know
what their character was before they were appointed?

6

The John C. Bennett Affair
John Cook Bennett (1804-1867) was a Physician who had accomplished a number
of notable things that brought a considerable reputation. He had, in 1836, promoted
the used of the tomato as a nutritional food. He pioneered the used of chloroform for
surgeries and developed several species of chicken which included the Plymouth Rock
breed. He came into contact with Mormons in 1839. Though he was not initially
impressed he later did contact Joseph Smith at Nauvoo.
Smith was impressed and flattered by such a seemingly
capable and prestigious a doctor as Bennett. Smith wrote
to Bennett, inviting him to come to Nauvoo. A copy of
this letter follows this page.
Bennett moved to Nauvoo at the beginning of 1840
and roomed in the Smith home, bonding Bennett and
Smith. Bennett became a very influential leader of the
Mormons for a short time; he became second in command
to Joseph Smith. Bennett was essential to getting the Nauvoo
city charter passed in the Illinois legislature. He was named
Major-General of the Nauvoo Legion in 1840 and at the
same time “asst president until Rigdon’s health should be
restored.” He was elected mayor of Nauvoo on February 1, 1841, which ended in May
of the following year. Shortly after that he was expelled from the Church. In 1846, he
joined with the Strangite faction but was kicked out of that group later. In 1842, Bennett
published a book exposing Mormonism, THE HISTORY OF THE SAINTS ; Or, An
Exposé of JOE SMITH And MORMONISM. It didn’t take him long to lash out at
Smith and Mormonism.
Bennett was a very immoral person, perverted in mind and body. Governor Thomas Ford later wrote of him—
“This Bennett was probably the greatest scamp in the western country. I have made
particular enquiries concerning him, and have traced him in several places in which he
lived before he joined the Mormons, in Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, and he was everywhere accounted the same debauched, unprincipled, profligate character. He was a man of
some little talent, and in 1840-1841 had the confidence of the Mormons, and particularly
that of their leaders. (Thomas Ford, A History of Illinois (Chicago, 1854) p. 263) (Flaunders
1966, 49-50).

The point of this goes back to the statement of Smith that we already noted him
saying “The way I know in shom to confide—God tells me in whom I may place confidence.” This was said after the Bennett affair! It shows just how false the statement is.
But, such failures of the Mormon god are sprinkled throughout the history of the Church.
Presented on the next few pages you will find the whole story laid out in statements
from Joseph Smith, from the initial contact to the break in association.
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Joseph Smith inviting John C. Bennett to Nauvoo in August of 1840. Smith has
been very impressed with Bennett.

8

Note Bennett’s very rapid rise to position and power, second only to Joseph Smith.

9

This is just the beginning, the first part of a detailed exposure of Bennett just SIX
MONTHS after praising and promoting him. A little inspiration would have helped at
the beginning. Remember, Smith said that god tolls him in whom to have confidence.

10

The Doctrine and Covenants, Section 69. pages 112-113. Directions for Oliver
Cowdery and John Whitmer. Seeing this was a “revelation” from God, Whitmer was
instructed to continue his work as historian and recorder to collect and order all information about the work being done. But, notice the turn of events from the following
page.
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Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 3, pages 15-16. Smith claims he knew
beforehand that Whitmer was incompetent as an historian. It seems evident that this
was not the only fault with Whitmer’s character. But, God is the one who chose Whitmer,
seeing it was a “revelation” from God that appointed him. Why did not God know of
Whitmer’s incompetence and bad character before appointing him to the task? This is
just another failure of the Mormon God.

12

Some Miscellaneous Failures
The long list of failures of Mormon revelatory predictions continues. Some of the
failures could have been prevented just by the use of common sense. Joseph Smith was
spurred on by his arrogance as we can clearly see in his predictions “by the power of
God” that his enemies would never be able to touch him; he would continue. But Smith
wasn’t the only Mormon prophet to reveal, by the power of God, things that would
happen that did not happen. Remember, Mormons claim that Joseph Smith was not the
only one who could prophecy by revelation from God. Every Mormon President is
supposed to have that power.
On the next two pages you will find a very clear contradiction between the Book of
Mormon, “the most correct book in the world,” and a supposed “revelation” in Doctrine and Covenants.
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Book of Mormon, I Nephi 3:7. Nephi, the prophet, states that the Lord gives no commandment but what he will prepare a way for them to fulfill His commands.

14

This is nothing but a cover-up for failed prohecies. There are other like statements,
supposedly from God, that justify the failure of a revelation to come true. The all
powerful God of Mormonism did not have the power he claimed to have any more than
he could predict a future event.

15

“God” informs two Mormon missionaries about what He wants them to do.

16

Within just a few days, God change his mind and consequently his revelation. Why did
he not forsee this and get it right the first time. Such instances as this one show that these
“revelations” are a human product of Joseph Smith and not God.

17

IT DIDN’T LAST ONE GENERATION! Another “revelation” bit the dust.

18

19

20

Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, vol. 10, page 250. Young comments on the
outcome of the Civil War. He says that the black slaves would stay both black and in
slavery—it is the decree of God! The curse on the negroes, according to early Mormonism was a black skin. Another Mormon Prophet and Seer was wrong!
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Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, vol. 4, August 3, 1856, page 40. 26 years,
Young says, when the Mormon leaders will be as popular as kings. Never happened!

22

BYU Studies, Fall, 1978.. Lyman Sherman was “called” to be an Apostle by “revelation” from God. Yet, he died before he could even be told about it! God should have
known that!

23

Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, vol. 18, June 23, 1874. A “revelation” that
all saints could be rebaptized several times if they so chose.

24

There was a “revelation” from God to a President, Prophet and, Seer for all saints to
be rebaptized, a policy that continued long after Brigham Young. However, that was
countermanded by Joseph Fielding Smith. Can’t the Mormon god get anything right?

25

On the next two pages will be seen how Mormons coverup past positions, statements
that are proven to be false, things that are embarrasing, etc. This pamphlet is by Apostle
Parley Pratt in response to an anti-Mormon publication.

26

From Parley Pratt’s pamphlet. Pratt, who as an Apostle could issue prophecies by
inspiration, says that what he says is prophesy. He says that if in 50 years there would not
be any unbelieving Gentiles (non-Mormons). Take note of all he says here.

27

Compare this page with the preceding one. Notice what was left out of the paragraph above. The “prophesy” has disappeared. The predictions Pratt made are gone.
Those statements had to disappear. This is a common tactic with more modern Mormon authors.

28

Smith’s Own Death
Joseph Smith made several predictions, by revelation from God, about his death. He
insisted on several occasions that his enemies could not stop him and he would triumph
over all of them. The character of Smith is evident in the statements, his arrogance and
boastfulness are evident. You will note that in just a few days after he boasted of these
things, he was dead at the hands of a mob at the Carthage jail.
The death of Smith was not as though he was a meek lamb going to the slaughter,
nobly and meekly submitting himself to the mob who came to kill him. A companion
slipped a couple of guns to him and he went down fighting. He shot three men who had
come up the stairs to storm the room in which they were held. They tried to break
through the door, thrusting bayonets through the opening, firing through the door. Smith
wounded one and killed two of the men before rushing to the window to plead with the
mob below. He was shot in the attempt and tumbled out of the window to the ground.

29

Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 2, January 1834. Smith gives a prophesy
that he would overcome all his enemies and shine like the sun and his enemies will be put
down and cut off and their names blotted from among men. Didn’t happen that way.

30

Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 5, August 1842. Smith boasts that he will
triumph over all his enemies.

31

Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 5, August 1843, page 554. Smith says he
has the promise of the eternal God that nothing or anyone can overcome him, i.e.,
Smith.

32

Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 6, October 1843, page 58. Smith gives
two prophesies in this quotation. One claims that no one will ever have the power to kill
him until he had accomplished his work and was ready to die. Neither part of the
prophesy came true. He had not finished his work and he certainly fought to keep from
dying.
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Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 6, May 1844, pages 408-409. Note the
boasting ego in what Smith says. Not one thing Smith says here is true. It is exaggerated
bragging.

34

“I therefore, in behalf of the Municipal
Court of Nauvoo, warn the lawless, not to
be preciptate in any interference in our affairs, for as sure as there is a God in Israel,
we shall ride triumphant over all oppression.”
-JOSEPH SMITH, mayor

Joseph Smith, Nauvoo Neighbor, Mormon Newspaper, June 6, 1844. Twenty one
days later, the 27th of June, Smith was killed. False prophecy to the last.

35

Introduction, History of the Church, vol. 6, page XLI. Smith did not go to his death
like a lamb as Mormons want to believe. In keeping with what he had said, obviously, his
work was finished, his mission fulfilled, God having withdrawn his protection and Smith
must have been ready to die. He was not then a Martyr, the mob is not to be blamed and
his death should be remembered with joy instead of bitter condemnation. Either that,
or SMITH WAS IN NO WAY A PROPHET!

36

Carthage Jail. Hardly more than a
private dwelling with lack of bars
and unlocked door.

Stairway to upper room where
Smith and others
were held.

Door to the jail
room and the
landing where
some of the mob
assailed it.

Room of the jail
where Smith
and others were
held and the
door through
which Smith
shot three men.
Upper window
of the jail from
which Smith fell
after being shot.

37

Some Strange Teachings of Mormon Prophets
Following pages show some strange teachings of “inspired” Mormon leaders. These
are just a few such items and are obviously ridiculous.

38

The Young Woman’s Journal, vol. 3, 1892, pages 283-284. An article by Oliver B.
Huntington, a lifelong Mormon closely associated with Joseph Smith. He tells us that
Joseph Smith taught him about the inhabitants of the Moon. And, he says that Smith
also told them about the shape of the earth and the ten lost tribes in the North.

39

Personal Journal of Oliver B. Huntington. He is a witness to what Joseph Smith
taught on the subject of the inhabitants of the Moon. Note: “I heard him say that ‘he
could ask what he would of the Father, in the name of Jesus and it would be granted’ and
I have no more doubt of it than I have that the mob killed him”

40

Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, vol. 13, page 271. Not only is the Moon inhabited but likewise THE SUN! Young did Joseph Smith one better but remember, THEY
WERE BOTH PROPHETS OF GOD IS THE CLAIM!

41

BYU Studies, Winter 1978, pges 176-177. Hyrum Smith, brother of Joseph Smith,
from his personal journal, April 27, 1843. He says that the Sun, Moon and all stars are
all inhabited just like the earth.

42

Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 6, page 74. Smith crows like a rooster in
the barnyard. His ego seems to know no bounds. Recall in the section on predictions
about his death. He boated about that as well.

43

Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, vol. 4, November 9, 1856, page 77. Young
had as much of an ego as Joseph Smith. He tells us that Mormons are better than
anyone at anything, even cheating.

44

Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, vol. 4, October 9, 1852. Gold and Silver and
every kind of metal grow just like the hair on our heads, constantly growing and decomposing.

45

Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, vol. 4, November 5, 1856, page 92. Here is
another brilliant observation of the Mormon Prophet, Seer and Revelator.

46

Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, vol. 2, December 3, 1854, page 142. Blood
is miraculously changed. That of a Jew becomes non-Jewish blood, while blood of a
gentile becomes Hebrew blood.

47

Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, vol. 2, April 8, 1855, page 269. Young says
Joseph Smith taught this literal exchange of blood. Remember, these were both Prophets, Seers and Revelators. Smith claimed the Lord told him anything he wanted to know.
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REMEMBER
THE CLAIM MADE BY MORMONS
“Any Latter-day Saint who denounces or opposes,
whether actively or otherwise, any plan or doctrine advocated by the ‘prophets, seers, and revelators’ of the Church
is cultivating the spirit of apostasy....Lucifer...wins a great
victory when he can get members of the Church to speak
against their leaders and to ‘do their own thinking.’...
“When our leaders speak, the thinking has been done.
When they propose a plan—it is God’s plan. When they
point the way, there is no other which is safe. When they
give direction, it should mark the end of controversy.”
(Improvement Era, June 1945, p. 354).

Mormonism Against Itself
by Maurice Barnett

Part 7

—The Word of Wisdom —
—Polygamy—
—Adam-God Theory —

“If Joseph Smith was a deceiver, who wilfully attenpted to mislead the people,
then he should be exposed; his claims should be refuted, and his doctrines shown to
be false, for the doctrines of an impostor cannot be made to harmonize in all particulars with divine truth. If his claims and declarations were built upon fraud and
deceit, there would appear many errors and contradictions, which would be easy to
detect. The doctrines of false teachers will not stand the test when tried by the
accepted standards of measurement, the scriptures.”
—Joseph Fielding Smith, Doctrines of Salvation, vol. 1, p. 188
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1

Introduction To The Word of Wisdom
One section of the Doctrine and Covenants that is prominent to people who
know very little about other sections is Section 89, known as the Word of Wisdom. The title is quite peculiar when one first hears it; the phrase seems unrelated
to what it means. One might thing it just referred to some sage saying, wise
advice. It is stated that it is a “revelation” from God but it was more a revelation
of convenience for Mr. and Mrs. Joseph Smith. Brigham Young tells us how the
revelation came about, which you will see from his report on the second page
following. How timely for them to have a revelation on this subject just when
they needed it the most to clean up the house! But this was the way Joseph Smith
got his “revelations” all along the line. As he needed something done, he would
have a “revelation” that God commands him or some individuals or the whole
Church to do it. Very adaptable and convenient.
However, the lying and duplicity of Smith and others in regard to actually
following the “wisdom” is quite another thing. They applied the Word of Wisdom scrupulously when it was to their advantage but operated mostly on a “do as
I say and not as I do” basis. Joseph Smith not only did not follow the Word of
Wisdom himself but encouraged others to do the same, while insisting that it be
followed. Other Mormon Apostles and followers did not observe it either. And,
this extended even into Utah for many years after their arrival there.
In keeping with the common practice of rewriting history, the Mormon authorities , in order to cover up the duplicity of Jospeh Smith, have deleted from
the actual historical records many offending violations of the Word of Wisdom
by Smith and others. That has been a relatively common practice by the Mormons. This you will see in coming pages.

2

3

Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, vol. 12, February 8, 1868, page 158. Young
describes how the Word of Wisdom came about. It was a matter of convenience prompted
by Emma Smith complaining about the filthy floor from chewing tobacco spital.

4

Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 2, February 1834, page 35

Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 2, May 1837, page 482

Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 2, November 1837, page 524. They insisted
that no one was to support any stores or shops selling spiritous liquors, tea, coffee or tobacco.
This only heightens the hypocrisy of the early Mormons.

5

Rumors spread in the early days of Mormonism about Joseph Smith drinking alcoholic
beverages and even getting drunk. Certainly, rumor mongers can spread all kinds of things
about prominent people, especially in view of the Word of Wisdom. But these rumors are
not completely groundless as we will see.

6
0\

Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 4, December 1841, page 483. Here are items
for Joseph Smith’s own store, including tea and coffee. In November, 1837, History of the
Church, vol. 2, page 524, it says, “This congregation, after a few remarks from Sidney
Rigdon, unanimously voted not to support stores and shops selling spiritous liquors, tea,
coffee, or tobacco.” Some hypocrisy on Smith’s part; so much for the Word of Wisdom.

7

Joseph Smith, Millenniala Star, vol. 21, page 283. This is the original report of the History
of Joseph Smith. Some had been drinking whisky contrary to the Word of Wisdom. Smith
not only exonerated them but gave them some money to buy more whisky.

Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 5, June 1843, page 450. When the History of
the Church was put in its modern form, notice what was left out. Yes, it was the statement
of Smith’s that he gave the men some money to buy more whisky. Smith encouraged Mormons to break the Word of Wisdom.

8

Joseph Smith, Millennial Star, vol. 23, page 720. Note that Smith states thaat he Drank
a glas of beer at Moessers.

Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol. 6, June 1844, shortly before he was killed.
Notice what was left out in the modern version of his history. That’s right—it is the fact that
he drank a glass of beer, which by the way it is expressed indicated a regular practice. What
was it that his apologists said, that he always observed the word of wisdom? Not so.

9

10

From the Nauvoo Neighbor, January 8, 1844. In part it says, “We...can be found any
day either at President Joseph Smith’s Bar Room or the Temple Recorder’s Office.”

From Joseph Smith’s Diary, May 19, 1844 - “I talked a long time in the bar Room.”

11

Joseph Smith in the History of the Church recording a meeting in which he says that he
has no objections to Theodore Turley building a brewery. The clipping below is from the
Nauvoo Neighbor of May 19, 1844 and advertises Turley’s brewery.

12

Diary of Hosea Stout published by Juanita Brooks. There was a long history of drinking
hard liquor by the Apostles of the Mormon Church. Very little heed was given by them to
the Word of Wisdom.

13

More from the Diary of Hosea Stout, up to 1855.

14

Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, vol. 5, August 2, 1857, page 98. Tea and coffee
are good things to give to the men who labor to build the temple. Where is the Word of
Wisdom here?

15

Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, vol. 9, April 7, 1861, page 35. Seeing that Mormons
use so much tobacco, Mormons should raise it in Utah rather than import it.

16

Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, vol. 10, May, 1863, page 226. Smith not only
tells Mormons they should raise Tobacco in Utah but also tea. What could be more opposed
to the Word of Wisdom and this from the Mormon Prophet, Seer and Revelator?

17

Biography of Brigham Young by Stanley P. Hirshom, The Lion of the Lord. Read all of
the page, not just the shaded area. It is very educational.

18

The Diary of John D. Lee published by Juanita Brooks, pages 71-72. Nearly from the
time the Word of Wisdom was given, it was ignored and even flaunted by Mormon leaders,
including Joseph Smith. At times they would inforce it on others but ignored it for themselves.

19

Polygamy
One of the most well known practices of Mormonism was Polygamy. It is still practiced
by “fundamentalist” Mormons but is condemned by Utah Mormon authorities. It has
always been rejected by the Reorganized Church who insist it was an innovation of Brigham
Young. However, the weight of evidence shows that it originated with Joseph Smith and was
widely practiced by him and his close disciples. This section will not argue the scripturalness
of the practice but will rather show the contradictons, deception and changes of position of
Mormonism from the beginning in regard to it.
Early Mormon doctrine condemned polygamy and praised monogamy. This was the
picture they tried to keep before the world, even while they were practicing polygamy. The
first teaching on polygamy by Joseph Smith was in 1831 or 1832. It was supposed to have
been a “revelation” from God. The “revelation” first appeared in the Doctrine and Covenants. 1835 edition.
The U.S. Government finally stepped in and forced a halt to the practice. With the
Manifesto of 1890, the President of the Church advised the Church to abide by the Civil
Law, as he was going to do. But, this did not halt the practice even among the leaders. In
1899, Heber Grant was convicted of polygamy and fined. He would later become President
of the Church. In 1906, President Joseph F. Smith was convicted of cohabiting with four
women other than his legal wife. Today, the official position is that eternal damnation
awaits those who practice it.
The facts show that this doctrine did not originate with God but was solely of human
origin, driven by lust.

20

Ether 10:5 and Mosiah 11:2 in the Book of Mormon condemn polygamy!

21

Book of Mormon, Jacob 3:5 praising monogamy.

22

Book of Mormon. David is condemned by God for his having wives and concubines.
The Book of Mormon has been touted by Joseph Smith and generations of followers as
being the most correct book ever published, the foundation of their faith, the gospel. Compare this with the Doctrine and Covenants on the next page. Which inspired record is right?

23

Doctrine and Covenants 132. A “revelation” that says God justified David having wives
and concubines. This Section also lays out the taking of plural wives and contains instructions to Emma Smith that she accept all those whom the Lord has given Joseph, other wives.

24

25

26

Joseph Smith, manuscript on the Mormon men marrying Indian women — “Verily I say
unto you that the wisdom of man in his fallen state, knoweth not the purposes and the
privileges of my holy priesthood but ye know when ye receive a xxx by reason of the anointing: In it is my xxxxx time, ye should take unto you wives of the Lamanites and Nephites
that their posterity may become white delightsome and just for even now their females are
more virtuous than the gentiles.”

27

28

In spite of the fact that Joseph Smith had received a “revelation” on polygamy earlier
than 1835, this statement is nothing but deceit.

29

From Millennial Star, vol. 3, 1842, pages 73-74. This paper was published in England by
the Mormons there. It is a vicious denial and attack by the Mormons against a young lady
who came to Nauvoo from England and ran afoul of Smith and Young.
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Times and Seasons, vol. 4, March 15, 1843. Denial of any polygamy.

31

Joseph Smith was behind this announcemet when a Mormon was kicked our of the
Church for preaching polygamy, which was actually “a false and corrupt doctrine.” Smith
had numerous wives at the time he took this action! What hypocrisy!
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Times and Seasons, vol. 5, March 1844, page 474. Hyrum Smith, Joseph’s brother and a
President of the Church. More deceit. Hyrum knew better than this.
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At the time Joseph Smith made the above in the History of the Church, he had AT
LEAST 27 WIVES. Notice the names of those listed in the Historical Record. On the next
page is a continuation of the names of Smith’s wives with whom he had conjugal relations.
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More names of Joseph Smith’s polygamous wives from the Historical Record. One of
those listed, Lucy Walker, years later siged a notarized statement of the facts, found on the
next page. She later married President Heber C. Kimball after the death of Smith.
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The hypocrisy and deceit of Joseph Smith is clearly seen in these last few pages. He had
been practicing polygamy for years and lying about it. Further, he encouraged and participated in other Mormon leaders taking plural wives. Yet, there is more. On the next page is
an admission of their deceit and boasting about how clever they were in covering it.
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Millennial Star, vol. 15, Elder John Jaques, March 1853, page 164. You might find it
interesting to read all of the text but the parts designated address directly the practice of
polygamy and the deceitful way it was hidden.

37

This is a continuation of the preceding page. One can hear the pride felt by the author
in how clever they were in hiding things. The sophistry in explaining away the evidence is
very clever.
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Discussion between John Taylor, later to be President of the Church, and three Ministers from Orson Pratt’s Works, 1850. Notice how Taylor condemns polygamy as obscene
and disgusting. At the time he said this, HE HAD SIX WIVES. The bottom highlighted
section is regarding the D&C section John Jaques explained away on the preceding page.
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John Taylor, Journal of Discourses, vol. 11, April 7, 1866. Recall on the preceding page
how Taylor condemned polygamy, etc. Now he openly admits to it as necessarily following a
revelation given to Joseph Smith.
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Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, vol. 11, August 19, 1866. Note closely what
Young says. Polygamy is necessary to attain the highest glory says Young. We can multiply
such references from Young and other Leaders of the last half of the nineteenth century.
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Joseph F. Smith, Journal of Discourses, vol. 21, December 1879, page 10. Sermon at the
funeral of William Clayton who had been the secretary to Joseph Smih. The speaker refers
to the written documents he made while attending to the “Prophet.” The Speaker informs
them that polygamy is essential and can never be stamped out.
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Manifesto of 1890. Bowing to pressure of the U.S. Government, polygamy was outlawed by the Mormon Church. That did not, however, stop the practice. as we noted earlier.
There were Mormon Leaders at that time with more than one wife and continued in polygamy into the 20th century. Many Mormons moved to Mexico and established enclaves
where they were beyond U.S. control. Such groups continue to this day even in the U.S.
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The Adam-God Theory
Brigham Young taaught that Adam was a man who lived on another earth, died and
attained celestial glory. He then appeared on this earth in his celestial body with one of his
wives, Eve. He not only started the human race but was also the God of this world and the
only God with whom we have to do. When Mary conceived Jesus, it was Adam that was His
father by physical intercourse with Mary. The full teaching on this is clearly given in the
following pages.
The Mormon General Authorities today try desperately to deny this was ever taught.
Certainly the doctrine itself is not held by Mormons today except for fundamentalists, though
it was still being taught after the beginning of the 20th century.
Apostle Mark Petersen in his Adam: Who Is He?, 1976 edition, attempted to show that
Young did not teach such a thing. In a later edition, however, Petersen had to make some
revisions of his arguments because what he had said was not so. Young did teach such a
doctrine. He was supposed to be an inspired prophet, teaching by revelation. With Mormons, what is taught by “inspiration” through one Prophet is denied by another Prophet. I
will remind the reader of what Young said about himself—
“If there is an Elder here, or any member of this church...who can bring up the first idea,
the first sentence that I have delivered to the people as counsel that is wrong, I really wish they
would do it; but they cannot do it, for the simple reason that I have never given counsel that is
wrong.” Journal of Discourses, vol. 16, page 161.

The same claim has been made by all Mormon “Prophets, Seers, Revelators.” Here are
some others—
“When did I ever teach anything wrong from this stand? When was I ever confounded?....I
never told you I was perfect, but there is no error in the revelations which I have taught.”
Joseph Smith, History of the Church, vol.6, page 366.
“The Lord will never permit me or any other man who stands as President of this church
to lead you astray. It is not in the program. It is not in the mind of God. If I were to attempt
that, the Lord would remove me out of my place, and so He will any other man who attempts
to lead the children of men astray.” President Wilford Woodruff, 1961 Doctrine & Covenants,
page 292.
“The Prophet will never lead the church astray.” Ezra Taft Benson, Fourteen Fundamentals in Following the Prophets, page 5.
“The Lord will never allow the president of the church to teach us any false doctrine.”
Gospel Principles, pgae 46, a manual for new converts to the LDS church.

These are claims of infallibility for every Mormon Leader throughout their history. In
light of the facts of that history, these statements are not just ludicrous but outrageously
fraudulent.
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Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, vol. 1, April 9, 1852, page 50. Adam was actually God who brought one of his wives, Eve, into the world and started the human race.
Further, Adam had physical intercourse with Mary so that Jesus was the Son of God in body
and spirit. So says the “inspired prophet,” Brigham Young. More on the next page.
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Brigham Young, continued from preceding page.
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Wilford Woodruff, personal Journal, September 17, 1854. Typed copy next page.
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President Young preached this afternoon and
spoke upon the law of consecration and had an interesting conversation in our prayer circle the subject
of Elder Orson Pratt publishing the Seer and the
doctrine it contained was brought up in conversation.
President Young said he ought not to have published
the marriage ceremony it was sacred and one of the
last testimonies attended to in the endowments and
ought not to have been given to the world Brother
Pratt said that he thought it was no harm
as the
plurality of wives and its doctrine was to be published to the world He said he should have not done it
if he had thought that it had been the least harm in
it.
President Young said he was satisfied that he intended no wrong in it - He said that the doctrine
taught in the Seer that God had arrived at that state
whereby he could not advance any further in knowledge
power and glory was a false doctrine and not true that
there never will be a time to all eternity when all
the Gods of Eternity will seace advancing in power
knowledge experience and Glory for if this was the case
Eternity would sease to be and the Glory of God would
come to an end but all of celestial beings will continue to advance in knowledge and power worlds without
end Joseph would always be ahead of us we should never
catch up with him in all eternity nor he with his leaders Brother Pratt also thought that Adam was made of
the dust of the earth Could not believe that Adam was
our God or the Father of Jesus Christ President Young
said that he was that he came from another world and
made this brought Eve with him partook of the fruits
of the earth begat children and they were Earthly and
had mortal bodies and if we were faithful we should
become Gods as he was.
He told Brother Pratt to lay
aside his philosofical reasoning and get revelation
from God to govern him and enlighten his mind more and
it would be a great blessing to him to lay aside his
books and go into the canyons as some of the rest of
us were doing and it would be better for him.
He said
his phylosophy injured him in a measure many goods
things was said by President Young that should grow
up in revelation so that the principle would govern
every act of our lives.

Journal of Wilford Woodruff from previous page
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Edward W. Tullidge, Women of Mormondom, 1877
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Edward W. Tullidge, Women of Mormondom, 1877
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Journal of Abraham H Cannon, 1889
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Journal of Abraham H Cannon, 1889
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Doctrines of Salvation, vol. 1 by Apostle Joseph Fielding Smith, soon to be President of
the Church, 1954. Notice on the next page how it contradicts what early Mormons were
taught by Brigham Young. Young’s position was “the word of the Lord.”
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Millennial Star, vol. 16, 1854
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Doctrines of Salvation, vol. 1 by Apostle Joseph Fielding Smith, soon to be President of
the Church, 1954. Notice now on the next page how it directly contradicts what Brigham
Young taught as the President, Prophet, Seer and Revelator. What he taught was accepted by
Mormons for decades as a “revelation” from God, as much so as any given by Joseph Smith.
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Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, vol.3, April 20, 1856. This is a direct contradiction to 20th century Mormon leaders.
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Mark E. Petersen, Adam: Who is He?, page 14, 1976
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Deseret News, Church News Section, October 9, 1976, page 11.

