MANY ARECALLED
BUuT FEWARE CHOSEN

H. VERLANANDERSEN



Copyright © 1997 by Hans V. Andersen, Jr.
ALL RIGHTSRESERVED

No part of this book may be reproduced in any form wieatsg whether by graphic, visual, electronic,
filming, microfilming, tape recording, or any other meawithout the prior written permission of Hans

V. Andersen, Jr. except in the case of brief passaglesdied in critical reviews and articles where the
title, author’'s name and ISBN are mentioned.

This book is not an official publication of The Chumthlesus Christ of Latter-day Saints. All opinions
expressed herein are the author’s and are not necgskasé of The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day
Saints.

Order from:

Hans V. Andersen, Jr.
1724 South 165 West
Orem, UT 84058
(801) 224-3368

ISBN: 1-57636-043-1
Library of Congress Catalog Card Number: 97-68785

Production by:

Brian Carter / SunRise Publishing
PO Box 1001

Orem, UT 84059

www.SunriseBooks.com



http://www.sunrise/

TABLE OF CONTENTS

(These page numbers refer to the actual book and are not correct for thisngmt.)

INTRODUCTION. . .« ettt e e e e e e e e e e e enens V..
CHAPTERI
THE PROBLEM ... et e et e e 1
CHAPTERII
FREEDOM—ITS ULTIMATE MEANING .. ...ttt 5
CHAPTERIII
THE DIVINE LAW OF RESTORATION . .. ettt e 11
CHAPTERIV
FORFEITURE OFPRIESTHOOD BYDECEPTION. .. .cueneieiieeaeaeaeaeeeaeens 19
CHAPTERV
THE EXERCISE OFUNRIGHTEOUSDOMINION BY ABUSE OF THEPOLICE POWER 23
CHAPTERVI
THOSECIRCUMSTANCESUNDER WHICH GOD HAS AUTHORIZED USE OF THEFORCE OF
GOVERNMENT AGAINST THE INDIVIDUAL «...eneieeeeeee e 31
CHAPTERVII
ACTS OFGOVERNMENT WHICH CONSTITUTE AN EXERCISE OFUNRIGHTEOUSDOMINION
................................................................................................ 37
CHAPTERVIII
ANOTHER STANDARD BY WHICH TO JUDGE GOVERNMENT ACTION —THE UNITED STATES
CONSTITUTION AND THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO. ...cviiiaiaeieaeanananes 47
CHAPTERIX
THE “V OICE FROM THEDUST’ SPEAKS TOMODERNAMERICA ABOUT GOVERNMENT 55
CHAPTERX
SPECIFICLESSONS FROM THENEPHITERECORD......eovieiiiiieieaeanen . 65
CHAPTERXI
THE RESPONSIBILITY OEATTERDAY SAINTS. . ..vieeee e 73
CHAPTERXII
N U Y = 2R 77
APPENDIX]  LETTERS ttttutuititittetetteneaetttteeetassee s snasasreeesearaenenss 81
APPENDIXII Do You KNOoWWHY MANYARE CALLED BUT FEWARE CHOSENSS
APPENDIXIIl STATEMENTS BPRESIDENTEZRATAFTBENSON. ....vvvvvnininenenns 91
APPENDIXIV GRAPHS ANDCTHARTS ..t tututtttieteetnenenssesseeeasasesesessnnes 99
APPENDIXY  HANDLINGOPPOSITION ...t ttutuenetetieeeernenensseeseeenensnenenees 113

INDEX .ttt ettt et e et e e e e e e e e e 127



INTRODUCTORY_OMMENT

It is unusual to find in recorded history a natiorpebple who enjoyed the privilege of self-
government. It is even more of a rarity to findation which possessed this privilege along with
the gospel of Christ. This unique combination of blegsinas given to the Nephites just 125 years
before the resurrected Christ visited them in 34 A.Dweler, by the time Christ appeared, the
Nephites had destroyed their government by the \afitiee people.

In this dispensation, the people of this nation hawenbmade beneficiaries of this same
incomparable set of privileges. There is extensivecewe that we are in the process of destroying
the government God has given us (as did the Nephites)

The scriptures indicate that when the Lord gives pe@ple both a knowledge of the gospel
and the power of self-government, He also places upam tesponsibilities of great magnitude
with respect to their government. The gospel teashmgvide an understanding of the proper
function of government which lays an extremely impairtpolitical duty upon those who have
these teachings. While we may try to separate thig ftom our religious obligations, a close
examination of the central problem of government risvitdo be essentially moral or religious in
nature.

The power to participate in the governing process és gbwer to determine under what
circumstances it is legal to use force on our fello@nnGovernments exist for only one purpose:
to make and enforce rules governing human conducttyBwee or law which is passed has
attached to it a penalty. The penalty invariably tdkas the disobedient either his life, his liberty,
or his property.

Under a government subject to the voice of the petipeyltimate responsibility for laws, and
therefore for determining when it is proper to kipperson, jail him, or take from him his property,
rests directly on the voting citizen. There is rbeo place to rest the credit or blame for what is
done in the name of government.

This is a moral question of the most serious natudd@rthat very reason, it is also religious.
Thus, the central problem of government, is a religmnes and anyone who assumes that he can
form his political beliefs without consulting his ethicwhich have their basis in religious
conviction, is deceiving himself either about the tna¢ure of government, or his moral responsi-
bility for its actions.

The problem of government is also of interest to dradiay Saints in connection with the
privilege of holding the Priesthood. When we acitigh government, we are using physical
coercion to compel our fellow men to do as we saypdeit their lives, liberties, or properties. It
should be immediately apparent that we might direciagent, the government, to use compulsion
for wrong purposes, as well as for those which atg.rifwe do abuse the power of government,
who will deny that this constitutes an exercise ofghteous dominion?

Doctrine and Covenants Section 121 tells us, in effieat,if we exercise control, dominion, or
compulsion in any degree of unrighteousness, andofailend our ways, amen to our priesthood.
Thus, it is possible that we priesthood bearers arengapay our callings by abusing the rare
privilege of self-government.

The danger that we will abuse the police power any tivaeit is made subject to our direction
is most likely for several reasons:

1. It is the nature and disposition of almost all men, as aedhey get a little authority, as they suppose, they will
immediately begin to exercise unrighteous dominion. (D&C 121:39)

2. When we use force upon each other through government, wenditgot fear of retaliation or condemnation,
S0 conscience alone remains to restrain us.



3. We are easily deceived about government, because weckined to accept the following fallacies:
(a) Anything legal is also moral.
(b) We are not individually responsible for governmetibac
(c) A different moral law applies when men act in candean it does!  when they act alone.

Latter-day Saint scriptures indicate that it was &gy for the Lord to set this nation up as a
free people before He could restore the gospel to €8rthe. 21:4) They also tell us that the Lord
caused our Constitutional form of government to bebésted so that men could exercise moral
agency. (D&C 101:77-78) To enable the Church to continuexid, eand to permit men to
continue to exercise their agency in this land, éssential that this government of freedom be pre-
served. For these reasons, if for no others, thel li® deeply concerned about our political
institutions and beliefs.

It is not surprising therefore, that the Lord hasegiwus extensive instructions on matters of
government. It is the hope of the author that thdse read this material may find, as | have, that
the words of God’s prophets, together with the UnB¢akes Constitution, which He caused to be
established, provide complete guidance on all impogalitical problems.

If this is true, there is no reason why those wheceptthe words of the prophets, may not
come to a unity of political belief, and thus put an &mdhat spirit of contention, which, if not
checked, may produce serious consequences among udeftrécKay has expressed the hope
that this will occur. Said he:

Next to being one in worshipping God, there is nothinghis world upon which this
Church should be more united than upholding and defending thstitttion of the United
States. $tatements on Communism and the Constitution of the United &lateset Book Co.,
1966 p. 6)



Of course | believe in following the prophets.
| just think they ought to keep their mouths shut aboutalieni, government subsidies to the poor,
government subsidies to businesses, government schoetsing, free agency, etc.



CHAPTERI

THE PROBLEM

The title of this workMany Are Called But Few Are Choseésa quotation from the Doctrine
and Covenants, a modern day scripture of the Churdesafs Christ of Latter-day Saints. This
statement appears several times in that volume amaddh case where it is found, that group
referred to as the many who are called, are thésehsld the Priesthood in the Church. It is from
this body of men that onlyfaw will be chosen.

What does the scripture mean by this assertion? Ikdigewarning us that only a few who
hold the priesthood here will be permitted to exertm® power in the hereafter? Is this what is
meant by not beinghosen?Are we also to conclude that only a few of thesesgin@od bearers
will inherit the highest degree of glory which sserved for those who exercise the Melchizedek
Priesthood?

If these questions are answered in the affirmativ@t causes this large body of men to forfeit
that power which is more precious to them than Igeli® Why aren’t more priesthood bearers
aware that this, one of the greatest tragediesiimablg, is taking place? Is the answer to be found
in those scriptural statements which tell us thatrtiamy who are not chosen, amalking in
darkness at noon-day®&C 95:6) Are we failing to learn that lesson whiabvgrns the exercise
of these powers in heaven? (D&C 121:34-36)

Are we aware that almost all of us are inclinedxereise unrighteous dominion, and this is
the reason only a few will be chosen? (D&C 121:39-40) Heita fact that almost all of us are
using unrighteous compulsion upon each other, what isdtagty which condemns us? Do we
realize that if a man continues to exercise contf@mminion, or compulsion upon another in any
degree of unrighteousness, that it will Admen to the priesthood or the authority of that man?
(D&C 121:37)

The following discussion undertakes to answer the elmpestions, and to develop these
themes:

1. The ultimate in joy and freedom which men seek consistegidwer of the Priesthood and opportunity to use
that power to increase freedom.

2. This power and opportunity will be denied to us to the sametetkizt we fail to overcome the almost universal
disposition to destroy freedom by exercising unrighteous dominion.

It is also the purpose of this discussion to analyeedibm by breaking it down into its
component parts and then indicating what men mustndowdat they must not do through the
agency of government, to preserve these elemefitsenfom.

The one great problem of intelligent man which encases all others is to discover and obey
those laws which will make him free because joy,dbject of existence, can be measured by the
amount of freedom man has. Men establish governnientie purpose of securing freedom, but
in doing so they create the greatest threat t@dmewhich exists—the government under which
they live. This same agency which is so necessasgture freedom may also become its greatest
enemy. Thus it becomes imperative that governmentsytenkthin their proper bounds if freedom
is to be maintained.

Men can exercise freedom only if they possess thenfiolg:

(2) life, (2) liberty (the absence of restraint), f8pperty, and (4) knowledge.



When men become wicked, they act to destroy thesessary elements rather than preserve
them, and freedom becomes impossible to maintain niemahat the form of government. There
is an inexorable law of nature in operation which destéat no man can act with the purpose of
destroying another’s freedom without losing his oWhe operation of this divine law of retribution
is easily observed in a society of self-governingpeo

Selfish, needful man is restrained from forcibly takithe life, liberty or property of his
neighbor by these considerations:

(1) conscience, (2) fear of retaliation (3) fear aid®emnation of others.

When men act through government, they do so witreaut éf retaliation or condemnation, and
conscience alone remains to curb the propensity to glouss.

Therefore, when a nation of people who have had thempof government placed in their
hands become evil and without conscience, they wal that power to plunder and enslave one
another until freedom is destroyed. It is a truismgtd by the sages and prophets and proved
repeatedly in the history of nations that wickedraess liberty cannot exist side by side.

Equally fatal to freedom is the ignorance or indéfece of the voting majority. Unless they
perceive with clarity that line which divides riginom wrong in government action, and resist with
firmness any attempt to cross it, the natural tendehenen to abuse power will cause those in
office to enlarge their functions until liberty is chasl under the weight of bureaucratic despotism.

Therefore a nation must not only remain moral toaienfree, but it must also be alert and
informed. Furthermore the people must have a standasdhiph to distinguish with precision
those functions which preserve freedom from thoselwbestroy it. The standard which is used
must be widely known, universally acceptable to morapjge@nd easily applied.

It is one of the main objects of this work to point ¢hat the only standard which fills these
requirements is the Lord’s Golden Rule. He has dddies to be the law and the prophets. (Matt.
7:12; 3 Ne. 14:12) The Golden Rule is the only moral standapn which agreement can be
reached. Conscience is the one test everyone chshanld use to determine the propriety of every
use of force through government. (D&C 134:2-5, Alma 30:7-11)



WILFORD WOODRUFF

You may wish to know why | make these remarks. | will tellBecause God himself grants
this right to every human being upon the earth irrespective of race or; goblis part of the
divine economy not to force any man to heaven, not to coerce the minddaudatlfree to act
for itself.

He lays before His creature man the everlasting Gospel, the prscgillife and salvation,
and then leaves him to choose for himself or to reject for himg#ifthe definite understanding
that he becomes responsible to Him for the results of his @tdord Woodruff, Journal of
DiscoursesVol. 23, p. 77)

LORENZOSNOW

In things that pertain to celestial glory there can be no forced operatidesmust do
according as the spirit of the Lord operates upon our understandings and feelmganwbt be
crowded into matters, however great might be the blessing attending sueldymec\We cannot
be forced into living a celestial law; we must do this ourselveyuofown free will. And
whatever we do in regard to the principle of the United Order, we du#tbecause we desire
to doit....

The United Order is not French Communigiimorenzo Snow,Journal of Discoursesyol.
19, p.346, 349-350)

JOSEPHF. SVITH

...We must choose righteous men, good men to fill these positiong. iHgo will only get
good men to fill these offices no one should care who they are, so that yoadraed upon
them, and were one. We want you to be one both in temporal, political agiduslthings, in
fact, in everything you put your hands to in righteousness. We want you to,bmeres God
and Christ are one, seeing eye to eye. Do not try to crush anybody, @rybuilselves up at the
expense of you neighbor. Do not do it; it is a custom of the world, asditwong principle.
(Joseph F. Smithlournal of Discoursesy/ol. 25, p. 251)



CHAPTERII

FREEDOM—ITSULTIMATE MEANING

In a statement contained in the Book of John 8:31-38sOtromised His disciples freedom if
they learned the truth and followed His teachingsd $le:

If ye continue in my word, then are ye my disciples aajéAnd ye shall know the truth, and
the truth shall make you free.

From this, it would appear that only those who obeyisEhrteachingsdontinue in my word
shall know the truth and be free. The promise of fseetb those who will obey, runs throughout
all scripture. Conversely, we are warned that if veeveicked, our enslavement by Satan is certain.
Father Lehi told us:

Wherefore, men are free according to the flesh; ahthedgs are given them which are
expedient unto man. And they are free to choose libenty eternal life, through the great
mediation of all men, or to choose captivity and deatitording to the captivity and power of
the devil; for he seeketh that all men might be miderbke unto himself. (2 Nephi 2:27)

There is a relationship between righteousness andofre@n the one hand, and evil and a
denial of freedom on the other, which allows usefng good and evil strictly in terms of whether
the act in question increases or decreases fredgiatim.the laws of God and the laws of civilized
man have always defined good as that which incseasd preserves freedom. Evil constitutes its
destruction or decrease. The essential truth ofpttaiposition will be more readily apparent if we
identify each of the elements of freedom, and tlmdse acts which have the effect of preserving or
destroying these elements.

Freedom can be defined as the power and opportuniigctorglish our goals. An element of
freedom is some possession which enables us to dd tiase components or elements of freedom,

which we must possess, in order to accomplish our purpmses
(2) life, (2) liberty, (3) property, and (4) knowledge.

Let us consider each of these elements and notetheral nature of those acts which destroy
them, and the moral nature of those acts which supplyreserve them.

LIFE

The most obvious requirement for a person to accomplstpurposes is some degree of
physical and mental health and strength, or liigfit§ hroughout history, the destruction or injury
of this element of freedom by murder, mayhem, orwsaad battery, has been a sin in the sight of
God and a crime in the eyes of the law. Prostitutiotine God-given power of pro-creation is also
regarded as criminal and evil.

Conversely, whenever we act to preserve the litenother, or when parents provide bodies for
children, supply them with a home, and raise thematuriy, they are fulfilling God's command-
ments to be good Samaritans, and to multiply and riepleéhe earth. Thus, that which provides
this element is called good; that which destroys lébelled bad.



LIBERTY

The second element, liberty, is the absence of @year restraint. When we enslave a fellow
man, or unjustly subject him to our will, we have conditboth a sin and a crime. The Lord has
said:

Therefore, it is not right that any man should be éndage one to another. And for this
purpose have | established the Constitution of this Iapdhe hands of wise men whom | raised
up unto this very purpose, and redeemed the land by the sheddilood. (D&C 101:79-80)

In this passage, the Lord not only condemns slavary,also speaks His approval of those
who act to liberate the captive and establish a gowenhprohibiting bondage.

PROPERTY

The third element is the right and control of propewealth, or organized raw materials, is an
essential ingredient of freedom: First, because owy sarvival depends upon access to such
things as food, clothing, and shelter; secondlyabse the right and control of property permits us
to increase our physical and mental powers almosbuithimit. By utilizing tools, machinery,
equipment, and harnessing electrical, nuclear, aret &ahms of energy, our ability to achieve our
purposes is raised to théh power.

If you deny a person access to the necessitiesepfdif course he will die. If you deny him
these necessities unless he does what you say, yamad@nhim your slave because most of us
will obey nearly any command to remain alive. Asxaleder Hamilton has said:

A power over a man'’s subsistence amounts to a powerhizvevill. (Federalist PaperdNo.
79)

The right to own and control property or wealth iseasential to the exercise of freedom as life
itself and must be protected or individual liberty ipassible.

We all come into this life owning the same—nothiAli.we ever legally own is what we earn
or receive as a gift. As children, we are quite ddpehupon our parents to even stay alive. If the
right and control of property is protected, we maywasgrow to maturity, use the health and
strength of our mind and body and take of the unlanigav materials and energy about us and
fashion these into consumable products. We may eitleethese products ourselves or exchange
them for the goods and services of our fellow meshthaos free ourselves from dependence upon
others. If we are willing to labor hard enough anstreen our desire to consume, we can make
ourselves what is called independently wealthy.

The Lord has told us there is plenty for all. He basn over-generous in making available the
raw materials and energy of this earth for the ymrgpose that we may exercise our agency. This
is indicated in the following scripture:

For the earth is full, and there is enough and to spaee;| prepared all things, and have
given unto the children of men to be agents unto themse(D&C 104:17)

It is clear that the right and control of propertyaidasic element of freedom. It is as vital as
life and liberty, neither of which are of any valughout it.

When we deprive another of this element by steatiegtroying, or otherwise denying him the
right to control what he owns, we have to this saxtent diminished his freedom and violated the



laws of God and man. On the other hand, when wehesstrength of our minds and bodies to
organize wealth and provide ourselves and others thithnecessities of life, or the means of
achieving life’'s goals, we are obeying God's comnmagnts to work and be charitable with what
we produce.

KNOWLEDGE

The fourth element of freedom mentioned is knowle@® may achieve a desired result only
by complying with that particular law upon which the resigpends. No person can consciously
obey a law unless he knows what that law is. Thugdémm to attain any goal is impossible
without a knowledge of the pertinent facts and laws.

If one bases his actions upon false information anttiples, his failure is certain, his efforts
rendered futile, and the exercise of freedom frusirat@onsequently, one who deceives or
deliberately misleads, is condemned by both the ldw&od and man. The effect of perverting the
truth hinders or prevents compliance with law andrdgstfreedom.

In contrast, one of the most approved and righteows! afallings is to increase freedom by
disseminating truth, thereby increasing men’s altitityeach their goals.

FREEDOM—THE POWERTO AFFECT FREEDOM

It will be noted that substantially all deeds whick eonsidered evil are included among those
actions which destroy the elements of freedom. €maly, substantially all actions regarded as
righteous have the effect of providing or increadingse same elements. If we include in our
definition the motives which cause men to presergestbiments of freedom on the one hand, and to
destroy them on the other, we have comprehendedtiedlyeall which is either good or evil in life.

In the following quotation President David O. McKexypresses his belief that good and evil
can be completely defined in terms of free agency:

| refer to the fundamental principle of the gospel, figency. References in the scriptures
show that this principle is (1) essential to man’'sa#dn; and (2) may become a measuring rod
by which the actions of men, of organizations ofaret may be judgedGpospel Idealspp. 299-
300)

We may use freedom as a standard by which all actiwmg be judged because joy, the
ultimate purpose of existence, may be measured in ternisecAmount of freedom one has.
Freedom is the one indispensable element of joy tlendelationship between them is such that it
can be stated as a law that joy is a function ofityee and varies directly therewith. It is also true
that misery is an inevitable consequence of slawoyintelligent person can be convinced to the
contrary.

We have heretofore defined freedom as the powerogpdrtunity to achieve goals. Let us
observe in the light of the above discussion thabtitg goals which are of any importance are to
increase or decrease joy and freedom. In othersyoné only desires which matter are to do good
or evil, and these desires are nothing more nartlesn the desire to increase or destroy joy and
freedom. This being so, we may now restate our diefinof freedom as follows:

Freedom is the power and opportunity to affect thedtweeof others.



JOSEPHFIELDING SMITH

We have all been taught the doctrine of personal free agency and that no individuef
compelled by force or other means to comply with divine edicts and philoddjehlgave been
informed that a long time ago in the pre-existence there was a rebellf@aven, and because
one notable character, who had been entrusted with great authority, rebelledcanthhy away
with him, he had to be cast out of the kingdom. However we should rem#rmabavery
principle and law existing in the celestial kingdom has been proved to Bectp#rough the
eternities through which they have come. If any individual proves himsethy for the
exaltation in that kingdom, it will be by strict obedience to evenmycppie and covenant here
existing. Therefore we may be assured that every law and principleutite pertaining is
perfect and cannot be amended or discarded because of its perfédtiseph Fielding Smith,
Answers to Gospel Questiongl. 4 p. 69)

The modern trend of the nations is towards dictatorship. It is taking flortwo great
camps, but, nevertheless, the direction is the same, although iing teached by different
routes. On the one side the direction to make an end of all nationspiggthcommunism;
(Joseph Fielding Smitihe Progress of Mam. 397)



CHAPTERIII

THE DIVINE LAW OFRESTORATION

By defining freedom as the power and opportunity tecifthe freedom of others, we are able
to see the necessity of the existence of that fundamiaw of intelligent existence which decrees
that those who would deny freedom to others shaé their own, and those who seek to increase
the freedom of others shall have their own incréase

The punitive side of this law was recognized by Abrahamooln in the following statement.

Those who deny freedom to others deserve it not fem#elves, and under a just God,
cannot long retain it.

The complete statement of the law was given by Cinrigte Sermon on the Mount:

For with what judgment ye judge, ye shall be judged; andwtitht measure ye mete, it shall
be measured to you again. (Matt. 7:2; 3 Ne. 14:2. {See &#§b1D10})

The prophet AlIma explained this divine law of restarato his son, Corianton, in some detail.
Let us consider some of his words:

And it is requisite with the justice of God that men dbobe judged according to their
works; and if their works were good in this life, and tfesires of their hearts were good, that
they should also, at the last day, be restored untonathigh is good. And if their works are evil
they shall be restored unto them for evil...the meaninth® word restoration is to bring back
again evil for evil, or carnal for carnal, or dewili$or devilish—good for that which is good,;
righteous for that which is righteous; just for that ebhiis just; merciful for that which is
merciful.... For that which ye do send out shall return wotoagain, and be restored; therefore,
the word restoration more fully condemneth the sinaed justifieth him not at all. (Alma 41:3,
4, 13, 15)

Why is it that the justice of God demands that theke have committed evil must have evil
restored to them? Or, defining evil as the deswuactif freedom, why is it that those who have
undertaken to destroy the freedom of others musttluae own? Is this merely an act of divine
revenge, or is there some fundamental reason wedghres the execution of this law?

Let us first consider the problem from the viewpointtlubse who would be the victims. If
those who desire to use their freedom to destroyrédaelom of others were to have their powers
and opportunities to do so continually increased, fjogn the object of existence, would be
unattainable. In its place misery would prevail becausewe have seen above, the denial of
freedom is the very essence of unhappiness.

Now let us consider the matter from the viewpointtaise who are punished with a loss of
their freedom. Are their interests best served bynigatheir freedom taken from them? Or must we
conclude that the interests of men are basicallygantsatic so that the evil-doer must be harmed to
prevent unjust suffering by those whose freedom he warstroy?

In trying to answer this question, let us first rédaht we have defined evil as the motivating
force which causes people to destroy freedom. But tmosivated by evil are themselves
miserable. No one has ever seen a person motivatkdigrty by hate, envy, lust, etc. who was



happy. The more intense the hate and the desire divogleothers, the greater the misery.
Wickedness never was happind#gdma 41:10) For the good of such a person, his capazity t
destroy freedom should be decreased.

Thus it is seen that men’s interests are harmonloisfor the benefit of everyone concerned
that those who seek to destroy freedom shall Haaie power and opportunity to do so diminished.
Furthermore, where repentance is possible, there @&lditional reason for taking freedom from
those who abuse it. The loss of any of the elemdnteedom is painful to bear and one who is
called upon to suffer such a loss may come to recogimizerror of his ways and repent of his evil
desires.

In contrast to that part of the law of restoratidmah requires a diminution of the freedom of
the evil doer, let us observe the operation of the @wbehalf of those who work only
righteousness. One who would act only to increasléma may safely have his powers to do so
increased without limit.

Having in mind the divine law of restoration, let niesexamine the definition of good and evil
given above which labels as evil acts which destheyelements of freedom, and as good, those
acts which provide or protect them. It is immediatghparent that such a definition is incomplete
as it stands. Someone must enforce the law of rapib@nd, in doing so, must destroy the
elements of freedom in the process. To preservedneédis imperative that those who act with
the purpose of destroying it should have their poweragpartunity to do so curtailed. Thus, it is
justifiable and proper to destroy another’s freedom wutide circumstance—to execute the law of
retribution.

In commanding man to utilize the police power to pumisiminals, the Lord directed him to
learn His law of justice and co-operate with Him xeauting it here on earth. When a person
breaks a criminal law by destroying life, liberty, prdgeor knowledge, the Lord wants us to
punish such a person by depriving him of one or morkedset elements of freedom.

If we destroy these elements for any other reasenaw of retribution operates on us to cause
a loss of our own freedom. This, then, is the answehe great problem of government: under
what circumstances does a group have the moral rigkeprive their fellow man of his life,
liberty, or property?

We desire to more fully discuss the Lord's answethi® question but before doing so, let us
take a more comprehensive view of the operation ef l#hw of retribution. Let us note its
enforcement in both the pre-mortal and the post-mbfgalas it applies to the right to exercise the
power of the Priesthood.

THE DIVINE LAWOF RETRIBUTIONAND THE EXERCISEOF
PRIESTHOODPOWER

In the pre-earth life, God offered His children Idigine power, the Priesthood. (Alma 13:3-4).
This power has been described by President Brigham Yiauhgse words:

The Priesthood of the Son of God is the law by whighworlds are, were and will continue
forever and ever. It is that system which brings d®rihto existence and peoples them, gives
them their seasons and times by which they...go intagheh state of existence. (John A.
Widstoe,Priesthood and Church Governmept 33, Deseret Book Co. 1939).

One in full possession of such a power would be abledonglish any and every righteous
desire. He would have complete and absolute freedomordocan imagine greater power and
freedom than this. It is the supreme power of the usgve



Some to whom this power was offered in the pre-eigtused it for proper purposes, and
were permitted to continue to exercise it here. Otbeugiht to abuse it and lost it. It appears that
Satan was one of those to whom God offered His ptovere are told he was:

An angel of God, who was in authority in the presericganl. (D&C 76:25)

However, because he

...sought to destroy the agency of man, which I, the Lavd, ®ad given him, and also, that
| should give unto him mine own power; by the power afienDnly Begotten, | caused that he
should be cast down. (Moses 4:3)

God's authority was thus denied Satan and the ore-tiithe hosts of heaven who followed
him because of their desire to destroy free agenbgy Tvere also separated from the other two-
thirds whose freedom they sought to destroy. Of &ut®ey are here on earth as spirits, enticing
man to murder, to enslave, to steal and otherwiserajefreedom, but they are powerless to do
these things themselves. Neither can they havedrehil organize the earth’s raw materials, or
otherwise increase freedom. This is the first ims¢aof which we have record where the Lord’s
divine law of retribution was made effective.

Though the other two-thirds of God's children regecthe doctrine of compulsion and elected
to follow Christ, the danger that we will even yetbject ourselves to the penalty of the law of
retribution is extremely great, because the scripturiessel

We have learned by sad experience that it is the natwtelisposition of almost all men, as
soon as they get a little authority, as they suppos®; will immediately begin to exercise
unrighteous dominion. (D&C 121:39)

From this we learn that almost all men are stifliciéd with a tendency to destroy one
another’s freedom. Unless we overcome this weakrness inevitable that the Lord will find it
necessary to withhold from us His power for the simpéson that we cannot be relied upon to use
it exclusively for righteous purposes.

It is observed that Latter-day Saint doctrine teachat there are three degrees of glory in the
hereafter with subdivisions within these differengmes and that man, if he lives worthy, may
inherit the highest, or celestial degree where &uod Christ dwell. But our doctrine also teaches
that relatively few Church members will merit suchexalted state. Christ told both the Jews and
the Nephites that but few of them would enter in atstinait gate. (Matt. 7:13, 14; 3 Ne. 14:13,
14). A similar warning has been issued to members oCHigch in these latter days:

Verily, verily, 1 say unto you, except ye abide my lagvgannot attain to this (the highest)
glory. for strait is the gate, and narrow the way thatleth unto the exaltation and continuation
of the lives, and few there be that find it, becauseegeive me not in the world neither do ye
know me. (D&C 132:21-22)

If it be true, as appears to be the case, that the goowhith this revelation is addressed are
the members of the Church of Jesus Christ of LattgrSdants, it is certain that onlyfewof this
membership will prove worthy @xaltation and continuation of lives.

Perhaps the most explicit confirmation of the fact thidy a few of the members of Christ's
Church will inherit the highest degree of glory piovided by those scriptures which discuss the
fate of the majority of those who hold the Priesthand the requirement that those who enter that
highest degree be worthy to exercise this power.



Doctrine and Covenants 76:56-57 states that those wakatitthe highest glory will hold the
Melchizedek Priesthood. However, certain other legizeis seem to declare that onlyesvof the
many upon whom such Priesthood is conferred in tfeswill be chosen to continue in their
callings in the next. If this be true, then thanywill not only forfeit their rights to the Priesthdo
but to a place in this highest degree of glory as. well

Those scriptural statements which most fully discusscindemnation of the majority of the
priesthood are found in D&C, Sec. 121.

This section says not just once, but twice tinainy are called but few are chosém.each
case, the passages are referring to those who tmIBriesthood. Does this mean that the great
majority of those upon whom the Priesthood is coatémn this life will have it taken from them in
the next? Is this what is meant by not being chosen?

It is difficult to place any other interpretation upt® tanguage used. It is incontestable that
the Lord in speaking of thmany who are calles referring to bearers of the Priesthood. It isrfro
this body of men that only a few will be chosen.

There is this much which is certain about the statertie®m many are going to be denied some
privilege or blessing which only thew will enjoy. That this privilege is the right to hottie
Priesthood seems to be indicated by other verséssisection.

Verse 37 states that even though the rights of thestAdod may be conferred upon one, he
may lose them again. The words which state thataa’'srPriesthood may terminate are these:
Amen to the Priesthood or the authority of that nfane of the ways in which one may lose his
power is by using compulsion unrighteously upon his felloen.nmPart of verse 37 reads as
follows:

When we undertake to...exercise control, dominion or conmgulspon the souls of the
children of men, in any degree of unrighteousness...Amehetgriesthood or the authority of
that man.

Then verse 39 tells us that almost all men have a sitg&powhich causes them to do this very
thing. The conclusion drawn in verse 40dence many are called but few are chesaeems to
have only one meaning; amen to the priesthood db<tladl men.

Verse 36 supports this interpretation. It says thatighesr of the Priesthood are inseparably
connected with the powers of heaven and that thengosfeheaven cannot be handled only upon
principles of righteousness.

Thus, while we are permitted to exercise the Priesthime on earth, though still afflicted
with a weakness to abuse authority, plogvers of heaveand the Priesthood which is inseparably
connected therewith, cannot be controlled by one svitth a disposition.

If, at the end of this life, we are still inclined exercise unrighteous dominion and thereby
deny others that freedom to which they are entitlled divine law of retribution will demand that
our power and opportunity to affect the freedom of athm restricted. The Lord will have no
alternative but to assign us a place in the hereafterthat great majority who cannot be trusted
to use authority only for the increase of freedomd’&power cannot be used to defeat God's pur-
poses.

It may seem strange that although we have madeisiatea favor of freedom and against
compulsion in the pre-earth life, we should be called upanake it once again. The reason is, of
course, that almost all of us are still disposed tootse unrighteous dominion. By our decision
there we gave ourselves a second chance to compegiyome this satanic tendency.

But the only way we can do this, it seems, is toulgested to Satan’s teachings once again.
This time, however, we must make our choice undeerdifit conditions. Having been rejected by
us once, Satan must present his plan in this worldgsgute and under circumstances where our



physical appetites and desires tempt us to accept arvebdi We must walk by faith and
experience a trial of that faith. Only with such tdatsng us is it possible to completely reject his
philosophy and rid ourselves of this weakness.



SPENCERW. KIMBALL

...Assume that you become the world leader of Socialism and in it hakedhsaiccess, but
through your devotion to it you fail to live the gospel. Where are you therghything
worthwhile which will estrange you from your friends, your Church meshigryour family,
your eternal promises, your faith? You might say that such estrangemmuit necessarily a
result of your political views, but truthfully hasn’t your overpowerinteiest in your present
views already started driving a wedge? (0/0/&S)encer W. KimballTeachingspp. 408-409)

HOWARDW. HUNTER

...we know from both ancient and modern revelation that Satan wished to deny us our
independence and agency in that now forgotten moment long ago, even as he wishgs to de
them this very hour. Indeed, Satan violently opposed the freedom of chieied diy the
Father, so violently that John in the Revelation described “war in heawwet the matter.
(Rev.12:7) Satan would have coerced us, and he would have robbed us of that nms$ pfec
gifts if he could: our freedom to choose a divine future and the exaltagoallwhope to
obtain....

To fully understand this gift of agency and its inestimable worth, iihjgerative that we
understand that God’s chief way of acting is by persuasion and patience and lonigwguifet
by coercion and stark confrontation(Howard W. HunterThat We Might Have Joypp. 77-78)



CHAPTERIV

FORFEITURE OFPRIESTHOOD
BYDECEPTION

The Lord has told us that Satan’s mission here th &ato win us over by deception:

And he became Satan, yea, even the devil, the faftadf lies, to deceive and to blind men,
and to lead them captive at his will, even as manyadd not hearken unto my voice. (Moses
4:4)

We have also been warned that Satan would be veryssifigti] his effort to deceive men:

Behold, here is the agency of man, and here is thédeoonation of man; because that which
was from the beginning is plainly manifest unto thend they receive not the light. And every
man whose spirit receiveth not the light is under comdgian. And that wicked one cometh and
taketh away light and truth, through disobedience, fronchileren of men, and because of the
tradition of their fathers. (D&C 93:31-32, 39)

It is apparent from this passage that Satan is eféeeeimong those of us who have truths
plainly manifest unto us. It is the Latter-day Saint® have the plain light of the gospel. We are
the ones who have much to fear because it is blindgmessability to learn the laws governing the
exercise of the Priesthood, coupled with our dispostiioaxercise unrighteous dominion, which
condemn us and cause us to lose our callings. Thevfiofjdwo scriptures indicate that this is so:

But behold, verily | say unto you, that there are mahyp have been ordained among you,
whom | have called but few of them are chosen. Thieg are not chosen have sinned a very
grievous sin, in that they are walking in darkness ahdag. (D&C 95:5-6)

And why are they not chosen? Because...they do not te&grone lesson—That the rights
of the priesthood are inseparably connected with theepgowf heaven, and that the powers of
heaven cannot be controlled nor handled only upon theciptes of righteousness. (D&C
121:34-36)

Perhaps if we were not blind to the fact that weexercising unrighteous dominion we would
repent. Any person who has even a meager understaofding Priesthood would give all that he
possesses to avoid losing it. But having been decdiye®atan, we cannot recognize within
ourselves the disposition to abuse authority. Being ureaefahe danger we take no steps to avoid
it. We are in the position of not being able to refiimadause we are unconscious of the fact that we
are sinning.

It appears that no matter how honorable and well tiotggd we may be, if we permit
ourselves to be deceived, we will fall short of theleStial Kingdom. Doctrine and Covenants
Section 76 in describing those groups of men who whikeiit the intermediate, or Terrestrial
Kingdom, mentions the following:

These are they who are honorable men of the eattih,were blinded by the craftiness of
men. (D&C 76:75)



Some may question the justice of a law which deniessiigs to one who has lived honorably
according to his beliefs but who has been misled by teischings. We must recognize, however,
that no one can possibly receive a blessing unlesaselieyed that law upon which the blessing
is predicated. (D&C 130:21) If one is ignorant of the lawguestion or misconstrues its meaning,
he will never become entitled to that blessing.

The scriptures assure us that God will do no injusti@y man. We must conclude therefore,
that if an honorable person has been deceived, hiailetsin some way. Either he has not sought
for the truth diligently enough or he has not seat¢hehe right place.

The prophet, Nephi, in prophesying concerning our day ledsto make the following
comment:

And now I, Nephi, cannot say more; the Spirit stoppethenutterance, and | am left to
mourn because of the unbelief, and the wickedness, andgnbence, and the stiffneckedness of
men; for they will not search knowledge, nor understamatgknowledge, when it is given unto
them is plainness, even as plain as word can be. (21 R2ph)

Latter-day Saints might well consider the possibilitgt we are the ones Nephi was referring
to here. There can be no question but that we havegbesngreat knowledge in all plainness. Are
we guilty of failing to search and understand what baen given us? And if we are, is it not
certain that we will be blinded by the craftiness @ On the other hand we have been given this
promise by the Lord:

And whoso treasureth up my word, shall not be deceivedeyh Smith 1:37 {P. of G. P.})
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How long do you work each year to pay your city, courtgtesand federal taxes? Since 1930
the increasing burden has been, on average, 1.27 daysapel'gar individual stewardship of
your individual income declines as soul destroying, goveminpeograms expand. What do
prophets think of this?

During the first half of the twentieth century we have travelednfar the soul-destroying
land of socialism..(David O. McKay Gospel Ideals, p. 273)

We have accepted a frightening degree of socialism in our country. Théoquesthow
much? The amount of freedom depends upon the amount of federal control and spending. A good
measurement is to determine the amount, or percentage of income of thewpdetaken over
and spent by the state. ...They now advocate throughout our economy that vetritugei
wealth and income,” a good definition of socialis(iEzra Taft BensonThis Nation Shall
Endure,p. 114)

| warn you that government subsidies are not the Lord’s way; and if we toegatept, we
are on our way to becoming subsidized politically as well as financigligrold B. Lee,The
Teachings of Harold B. Lep, 314-315)



CHAPTERV

THE EXERCISE ORJNRIGHTEOUS
DOMINION BYABUSE OF THE
PoLICE POWER

It may come as a severe shock to priesthood beduarshe majority of us are being deceived,
and are so lacking in knowledge of the laws gowgyine exercise of our powers that we will lose
our callings in the hereafter. What is the reasantlicc walking in darkness at noonday—this
inability to see that which is so plainly manifest2® 121:34 assigns two reasons for our failure
to learn:

(1) We set our hearts so much upon the things of this world.
(2) We aspire to the honor of men.

In summary, then, this is our problem: We forfeit ouliregs because we fail to overcome the
tendency to exercise unrighteous dominion; we do vertcome this tendency because we are blind
to the fact that we have such a disposition; our béisdns caused by our pride and an excessive
desire for wealth and the honors of men.

Where, in the activities of this life, do priesthdogarers exhibit such an intense desire for the
things of this world that we can be deceived intom@sinrighteous dominion to acquire them?
Wherein do we blindly adopt Satan’'s plan and employ pegsion upon one another? The
scriptures are clear that the use of unrighteous domisidhe essence of our sin. The three
words—eontrol, dominion,and compulsionused in verse 39 of section 121 to describe the
forbidden conduct, all mean the use of restraint eraon. For example the wombmpulsionis
defined by the dictionary agn act of compelling, or state of being compelled: subjection to
force.

When one thinks of a person who would stoop to theotifgrce to acquire wealth or power,
he thinks of a criminal. Priesthood bearers arecriatinals—at least in the eyes of the law; but
are we in the sight of God? Surely a just God woutdcoademn us for using compulsion unless
we actually commit the offense.

One looks in vain for any extensive use of directdéoby the ordinary citizen against his
neighbor. Do we need to use force ourselves to bdibld? Suppose we get our agent to give us
an undeserved position of prominence by using forceusnbehalf. Would we not be equally
guilty?

Every priesthood member belongs to an organizationhndxercises force on his behalf. What
is this organization? It is the government undercivitie lives. While this force of government is
essential for the preservation of freedom, it map d&le used to destroy it. Has the Lord provided
us with an opportunity to overcome our prevailing dispmsst to use force when He placed us
under a government subject to the voice of the peopléflid the force we are abusing? Is this
where Satan is so highly successful in deceivingtosusing his plan of compulsion?

The opportunity for deception is excellent here because tis much confusion and violent
disagreement about what the police power should be use8dme of us are bound to be wrong,
and it is entirely possible that most of us are.

Some people may never have considered the possiliityan individual citizen could be
morally responsible for the actions of governmenhe@ may have assumed that anything which



is legal is also moral, therefore there is no maal applicable to the actions of men committed in
the name of government. Still others may assume altthbugh there may be a moral law making
men accountable for government action, no one knoWwat that law is, and it is therefore
impossible to distinguish between good and bad in gowenh

Let us discuss under the following headings the poggiiilat we are exercising unrighteous
dominion upon each other by abusing the police power:

(1) Is the individual morally responsible for government actio
(2) Can government exercise unrighteous dominion on behalf aidhedual?
(3) How may one determine if his government is exercisingybteous dominion?



ISTHE INDIVIDUAL MORALLYRESPONSIBLE
FOR GOVERNMENTACTION?

Under a dictatorship or monarchy where the privatigeri has no voice in the conduct of
government, it would obviously be unjust to hold him actable for compulsion used by it. In a
republic where government action is subject to contrahbyvoting citizen, there is no other place
to rest the credit or blame. If the citizen is not@untable, then who is? We are the ones who pass
judgment upon candidates, platforms, and issues. Ther powéect or defeat rests entirely in our
hands.

The scriptures state plainly that the Lord holds titkvidual responsible under the republic
which He caused to be established in this land:

We believe that governments were instituted of Godhferbenefit of man; and that he holds
men accountable for their acts, in relation to thboth in making laws and administering them
for the good and safety of society. (D&C 134:1)

When the individual disapproves of an unjust governmeasure and uses all of his influence
against it, no blame should be attached. Justice deniaaideach be held liable only for those acts
which have his approval and support. Since laws may &e go well as evil, opposition to a good
law may be as blameworthy as approval of a bad one.a/mer does sanction the use of force, it
would appear he is just as answerable as if he had segtithimself.

This position may seem novel to those who regarcergorent as if it had an existence
independent of human beings—an undefinable, phantom @u#gessing the power to pursue
objectives of its own. Such a view is unrealistic @ane who takes it is deceiving himself. The
actions of government are the actions of men—perfdrbyemen at the command of men—and
someone is going to be held morally accountable faryewact performed in the name of
government. In a republic such as ours, the someorerigoae—everyone who sanctions the act.

What an awesome responsibility we take upon ourselves wie support the adoption of a
law! Men speak constantly of the privilege of livinppder a republican form of government.
Perhaps we should spend more time considering thenenerpower we wield and the terrible
penalties we may suffer if we abuse that power.

Some of us may go through life hardly realizing tt@npulsion and the threat of compulsion
are used to secure compliance with every law enaéfedthe individuals who support such laws,
have utilized this compulsion to prohibit every humarvadath would have been performed except
for the adoption of such law. Also we have compeliet gerformance of every human act which
would not have been performed except therefor.

CAN GOVERNMENTEXERCISEUNRIGHTEOUS
DoMINION ON BEHALF OF THE INDIVIDUAL?

Any act of compulsion which one can perform alonecée commit in concert with others.
The greater the number who combine their effortsiribie certain is their success. When coercion
is imposed in the name of government, success issalgwaranteed since those doing the
compelling are using the supreme physical force in gociéis force is being supplied by the
mass of the people with arms and men for the spgeifigose of using compulsion.

Governments deal in nothing but force and the thitesreof. This is the exclusive means by
which they act. They exist for the sole purpose of adgnd enforcing rules governing human



conduct. These rules or laws are enforced in onéreetways—by taking from the disobedient
either his life, his liberty, or his property. Eveanl has attached to it a penalty for disobedience
which prescribes one or more of these three fornphysical punishment. This is the very essence
of compulsion.

In a nation of law-abiding citizens it is easy togiet that the only reason for adopting a law is
to compel those to obey it who would not do so unles=atened with a loss of their life, liberty, or
property. When the laws are seldom disobeyed, weyrhesle the opportunity to observe the use
of physical coercion. But, the police power is alwdysreé ready to act if someone defies the
decrees of the state. It is the threat of the u$eroé which does the compelling in most cases, and
people generally obey without the necessity of beingledrby the police.

The pages of history are replete with instances eérgmonents being used to destroy individual
freedom. When used for this purpose they are horriffilgiesit. Without question, the number of
crimes committed by men in the name of governmen¢ezk®dy many times those committed by
men acting individually. The wanton destruction &4, liliberty, and property which occurs when
an aggressor nation makes war is incalculable. Wteeralgo consider those millions of citizens
who have been murdered, enslaved, and plundered byothieigovernments, it becomes clear
beyond doubt that the greatest threat to freedom h maman acting through the agency of his
government.

HowMAY ONE DETERMINEIF HIS GOVERNMENT
|SEXERCISINGUNRIGHTEOUSDOMINION?

If the Lord is going to hold each of us morally asctable for every coercive act of
government of which we approve, it is of the utmogbanance that we be able to accurately
discern the good from the evil in government actiors not enough that we do this approximately.
We must be able to distinguish with precision because:

When we undertake to...exercise control or dominion or cosigrul.in any degree of
unrighteousness Amen to the priesthood or the authority of that m&&q 121:37 {author’s
emphasis})

Is not the Lord expecting too much in requiring tharady citizen to know with certainty that
line which divides right from wrong in governmertian? Is it reasonable to believe that He would
deprive a man of his Priesthood because he had failatetect even the slightest degree of
unrighteous dominion in every law which came to Higrdion, no matter what his training,
background, or experience?

Those accustomed to relying on the learning of nmehtlae wisdom of the world to teach them
the art of government may consider it absurd to expeahuch of the voting public. They may
believe the common man largely unequipped to make soehdistinctions. How does the Lord
view the matter? Does He believe men are sufficienijructed to pass judgment upon their own
laws?

We are told in D&C 134:1 that He holds us accountabledoracts in relation to government,
both in making laws and administering them. How &8 do this? Very simply, He merely
requires each of us to apply exactly that same teggldafand wrong to the actions of government
as we do to every other act for which we are resplanghis is the test of conscience.

If those who adopt and execute laws are our agentsg doir bidding, we should never ask
them to do anything we would consider evil or wrdagus to do ourselves. Every person who
knows right from wrong can apply this test as quiciygl as easily in the case of government as in



any other moral decision. We need only realize #maact performed by public servants which has
our approval makes us equally as responsible as if wedradit ourselves. We should apply the
same test of conscience.

Who will contend that the Lord uses one moral lavenvthe individual acts alone and still a
different one when he acts jointly with others wieetin a gang, a mob, or a government? The
thought is contrary to reason as well as the scriptwtech explicitly tell us we should never use
the police power in such a way as to violate conseienc

The civil magistrate should restrain crime, but newartiol conscience; should punish guilt,
but never suppress the freedom of the soul...all governrhemtsa right to enact such laws as in
their own judgments are best calculated to secure thecpotdrest; at the same time, however,
holding sacred the freedom of conscience. (D&C 134:4, 5)

This same prohibition against using the police powsugh a way as to violate the conscience
or belief of the individual was imposed upon the Nephithen the Lord caused a government by
the voice of the people to be established among them:

For there was a law that men should be judged accorditigitocrimes. Nevertheless, there
was no law against a man’s belief, therefore, a mas punished only for the crimes which he
had done; therefore all men were on equal grounds. (Alnid B0:

Since the only conscience we really know is our atis, the only one we can use or violate.
In determining those circumstances under which we dvaohsider it proper to deprive our
fellowman of his life, liberty, or property, it is ressary that we mentally place ourselves in his
position before we accurately know what our conscieelte us. We must apply ChristGolden
Rulewhich says:

Therefore, all things whatsoever ye would that menukshdo to you, do ye even so to them:
for this is the law and the prophets. (Matt. 7:12; 3 Nel2y:

Each normal person senses immediately an injustine t him. His reason tells him that
others will react the same way. The scriptures @léoag that all men may know right from wrong:

For behold, the Spirit of Christ is given to every m#mat he may know good from evil.
(Moroni 7:16 See also D&C 84:46.)

Every person is capable of answering this all-imporpanoblem of government: Under what
circumstances is it proper to use coercion?

The answer demanded by both logic and our moral séngght and wrong is: Only when we
would consider it just to have the same force usethstgaurselves. Thus, in passing judgment
upon our neighbor’s actions, we pass judgment upon ourlbwa.feel we should be free to do as
we please under a given set of conditions without dé@unishment, the Golden Rule demands we
allow our fellow men the same latitude.

In the Golden Rule we have found Christ’'s answeh¢ddllowing question discussed above:

Under what circumstances does a group of men have thad ngirt to forcibly deprive their
fellow man of his life, liberty, or property?

The Golden Rule provides a reliable and very simpladstal by which we may each
determine for ourselves what actions of governmeatgaod and what are bad. Not only is it a
test, but it is the only test based upon moral law wigsts. If we do not use the Golden Rule and



the test of conscience, we are without any standasl which is based upon considerations of
good and evil. The individual conscience is the gifce we can go to distinguish between right
and wrong.

It will be recalled that in discussing the law ofrit@tion it was concluded that the only
justification for forcibly depriving another of one thfe elements of freedom was for the purpose of
enforcing this law. In other words, if one commits evil act by destroying an element of his
neighbor’s freedom, it is proper to punish him by depgviim of some element of his own
freedom. Let us demonstrate that this is the sashevieuse when we apply the Golden Rule.

No person would consider it just to be punished for amytexcept an evil act. The Golden
Rule insists that we use force upon our neighbor onlytHisr same purpose. Under the law of
retribution, we justify the use of force only for the pose of punishing one who, without
justification, destroyed freedom. The destructionfreedom is equivalent to committing evil;
therefore the rules are identical.

Let us apply these underlying moral imperatives to speadts of government, and in doing
so, present scriptural support for our conclusions. We fifsilexamine those cases in which the
Lord has given His approval for using the force ofeggament against the individual. Then we
shall note some of those acts which are a violadfaronscience and, consequently, an exercise of
unrighteous dominion.



CHAPTERVI

THOSECIRCUMSTANCE&JNDERWHICH
Gob HASAUTHORIZEDUSE OF THE
FORCE OFGOVERNMENTAGAINST

THE INDIVIDUAL

The Lord justifies the use of the police power agathst individual for the purpose of
executing the divine law of retribution. The specificaimstances under which He has given His
approval for this use of force may be classified ungerfallowing four headings:

(1) To punish criminals,

(2) To wage defensive war and provide for the nation’s defense,

(3) To enforce the right and control of private property,

(4) To compel the citizen to bear his fair share of the buoflsopporting the government in performing the above
three functions.

Let us discuss each of these four cases.

PUNISHMENTOF CRIMINALS

In numerous places in the scriptures the Lord justifiesuse of the police power to punish
criminals. He prescribes the death penalty in the oaseurder. He tells us that our failure to
execute this divine command will condemn us. When Nelbo slew Gideon, was brought to be
judged of his crime, Alma, the Chief Judge, spokertods follows:

And thou hast shed the blood of a righteous man, yeaarawio had done much good
among this people; and were we to spare thee his bloatd ve'ome upon us for vengeance.
(Alma 1:13)

The death penalty for murder is mentioned severatstiin the Nephite scriptures and is
indicated in D&C 42:19. Doctrine and Covenants, Secti®h consists ofA Declaration of Belief
Regarding Governments and Laws in Genetatluded therein is a statement of our belief
concerning the punishment of crimes generally, wreetts as follows:

We believe that the commission of crime should be pa@tisaccording to the nature of the
offense; that murder, treason, robbery, theft, andtkach of the general peace, in all respects,
should be punished according to their criminality and ttezgidency to evil among men, by the
laws of that government in which the offense is catted;...(D&C 134:8)

This statement is one with which men in generdl agtee because it conforms to our sense of
justice. While man may disagree about what constitpteper punishment for a given crime,
throughout the ages they have uniformly inflicted sdomen of punishment upon criminals. It is
clear that the use of the police power to punish cratisfges the test of conscience as contained in
the laws of God. It has been shown heretofore thiati$ a vital part of enforcing the law of
retribution.



WAGE DEFENSIVEWAR

Doctrine and Covenants, Section 98 contains a statehéhose circumstances under which a
nation is justified in going out to battle.

...if he has sought thy life, and thy life is endangerediby, thine enemy is in thine hands
and thou art justified.

Behold, this is the law | gave unto my servant Nephd thy fathers, Joseph, and Jacob, and
Isaac, and Abraham, and all mine ancient prophets arstlegndD&C 98:31-32)

War is authorized only as a defensive measure &igeaggressor nation has refused to heed a
plea for peace. This is the same law which the Laredo the Nephites:

And they (the Nephites) were doing that which theyvels the duty which they owed to
their God; for the Lord had said unto them, and also tirew fathers, that: Inasmuch as ye are
not guilty of the first offense, neither the seconel shiall not suffer yourselves to be slain by the
hands of your enemies. And again, the Lord has said Yleashall defend your families even
unto bloodshed...(Alma 43:46-47).

A further clarification of the Lord’s commandments them regarding war is found in the
following passage:

Now the Nephites were taught to defend themselves agtiast enemies, even to the
shedding of blood if it were necessary; yea; and theg @&kso taught never to give an offense,
yea, and never to raise the sword except it were tefmwesheir lives. (Alma 48:14)

Since aggressive warfare is a form of criminalwégti the same considerations of conscience
which justify the use of force to punish internal criamel satisfy the law of retribution are equally
applicable here.

ENFORCEMENTOF THE RIGHT AND
CONTROLOF PRIVATEPROPERTY

Doctrine and Covenants 134:2 reads as follows:

We believe that no government can exist in peace, extat laws are framed and held
inviolate as will secure to each individual the freereise of conscience, the right and control of
property, and the protection of life.

Protection of the right and control of property i® @i the main reasons for the existence of
government. The above scripture indicates that peasgassible unless this basic human right is
recognized and enforced.

The Nephites used the police power to protect this aghs shown by the following quotation:

Now if a man owed another, and he would not pay thatctwtiie did owe, he was
complained of to the judge; and the judge executed authoritysemt forth officers that the man
should be brought before him; and he judged the man accamlitige law and the evidences
which were brought against him and thus the man was dmdge pay that which he owed, or
be stripped, or be cast out from among the people asfatid a robber. (Alma 11:2)



Property is derived from labor. Moral man has alwagognized that the wealth produced by
a person belonged to him. Theft, robbery, arson andthér forms of taking or destroying
another’s property have always been regarded as bthnelvcriminal. The use of the police
power to compel a person to pay an honest debt or tenslam to its rightful owner property
which he unlawfully holds, is strictly in accord withe dictates of conscience.

As will be pointed out hereafter more fully, the sam@ahconsiderations which preclude a
person or a group of persons from using force to unjasyive another of his property, apply
equally when they use the force of government foistlrae immoral purposes.

COMPELTHE CITIZEN TO SUPPORT
HIS GOVERNMENT

Governments exist for the purpose of protecting thes liliberties, and properties of their
citizens. It is only right that those who receiliede benefits should bear their fair share of the cost
of such protection. As is stated in D&C 134:5:

We believe that all men are bound to sustain and uphelddbpective governments in
which they reside, while protected in their inherendl analienable rights by the laws of such
governments.

The Book of Mormon provides an interesting casehystvherein the Lord justified the use of
force to compel the citizens to provide men and ra$enecessary to the defense of the nation.
Moroni, the supreme commander of the Nephites, wasmgagtwo-front war against numerically
superior foes who had invaded Nephite lands. The &ad@ithe home-front to support the armies
in the field created a crisis which caused this gperiot to threaten the leaders of his own
government with reprisals if they did not come t® dud.

His epistle to the head of government, ordering tormurnish men and supplies under the
threat of death if he did not, has been copied imorécord by Mormon, the historian. Excerpts

from this epistle follow:

And now, except ye do repent of that which ye have dame,begin to be up and doing, and
send forth food and men unto us, and also unto Helamanhémay support those parts of our
country which he has regained, and that we may alsweethe remainder of our possessions in
these parts, behold it will be expedient that we contemanore with the Lamanites until we
have first cleansed our inward vessel, yea, even ted tpead of our government....Behold, the
Lord saith unto me: If those whom ye have appointed gouernors do not repent of their sins
and iniquities, ye shall go up to battle against thermg\60:24, 33)

The use of the police power to compel the citizen tolpayaxes, serve in the armed forces,
and otherwise support his government in protecting hiakes possible its existence in the first
place. Indeed the protection of life, liberty and proper our society would be rendered virtually
impossible without it. There is no violation of comsae in requiring those who are protected to
pay their fair share of the cost of what they newdiraceive.

On the contrary, each citizen who lives under a gowent which protects his freedom should
consider it not only a duty but a privilege to givehaf time and means for its support. Seldom in
the history of nations has the common man been gethitv participate in the governing process.
The right and duty of self-government provides a rapportunity to labor for the cause of
freedom, to learn firsthand the operation of the ddwetribution and to cooperate with the Lord in
enforcing it.

The great danger, however, of being given this pasvidrat we will abuse it because,



We have learned by sad experience that it is the natwtelisposition of almost all men, as
soon as they get a little authority, as they suppos®; will immediately begin to exercise
unrighteous dominion. (D&C 121:39)

Let us examine the possibility that we citizens ofWinéed States are exercising unrighteous
dominion upon one another by directing the police paaeto things which go beyond enforcing
the law of retribution and therefore offend the ceersme and violate the Golden Rule.



HAROLDB. LEE

There are some things of which | am sure, and that is that contrary tbelef and
mistaken ideas of some people, the United Order will not be a sticialis communistic
setup;..(Harold B. Lee Stand Ye in Holy Placep, 280)

Now, keep in mind with all the crowding in of the socialistic refpnograms that are
threatening the very foundation of the Church, we must never forget whitrithesaid, “that
the church may stand independent above all other creatures beneath thalcefmdt” (D&C
78:14). Whenever we allow ourselves to become entangled and have to bezadbsan
government sources—and we think that it's the expedient way to do busiribiss day—or
when we yield to such pressures, | warn you that government subsidiestdahe Lord’s way;
and if we begin to accept, we are on our way to becoming subsidized pgliasalvell as
financially. (Harold B. Lee,The Teachings of Harold B. Ld&996], p. 314-115)



CHAPTERVII

ACTS OFGOVERNMENTAHICH
CONSTITUTE ANEXERCISE OF
UNRIGHTEOUOMINION

Men may exercise unrighteous dominion upon one andtheugh the agency of government
in just as many ways as they can when acting ouitsideamework. The most common method,
however, is by denying or interfering with the rigiat own and control property, one of the
elements of freedom. The following welfare statecpcas typify the methods used.

PLUNDERBY GOVERNMENT

Government can give nothing to one person unlesssitfinst taken something from someone
else. This taking is usually in the form of taxes \uHice taxpayer is compelled to pay at the risk
of having his property taken by force. How would youaregcompulsory taking if performed
without being legalized?

Suppose it were suggested that you join a group that owag @ use force to take part of the
property from a wealthy citizen “A” and give it to *Bvho had but little, or divide it among your
group who were also “poor.” Would it violate your coescie to do this?

Or, applying the Golden Rule, put yourself in “A’s” shoee has already given all he desires
to charity. Are you not violating his conscience wiy@u compel him to give more? Would you
enjoy having someone dictate how much you must giwotw church, a hospital or a college?
Would not this be a plain case of theft? And if you padaw and legalize the taking and the
giving, have you really changed the essential natiirthe act? Haven't you merely legalized
stealing?

Another problem which should worry those favoring pluriegovernment is this: How much
of “A’s” property should be taken—10%, 20%, or more? What\en are you going to give to the
socialists and communists who propose taking 100% amdrétarning to “A” only what he
“needs”? Is there any valid moral distinction betvegking one half or all? Is it not an exercise of
unrighteous dominion to forcibly take any property frone to whom it belongs and give it to
another to whom it does not belong? Each person miubisl own conscience determine this, with
the risk that if he reaches the wrong conclusfamen to the priesthood or the authority of that
man.

President David O. Mckay has given his views omtiagter in these words:

We are placed on this earth to work, to live; and #r¢hewill give us a living. It is our duty
to strive to make a success of what we possess—tthéillearth, subdue matter, conquer the
glebe, take care of the cattle, the flocks and the héridsthe Government’s duty to see that you
are protected in these efforts, and no other man hegight to deprive you of any of your
privileges. But it is not the Government’s duty to suppoud. That is one reason why | shall
raise my voice as long as God gives me sound or aldlifginst this Communistic idea that the
Government will take care of us all, and everythingibgs to the Government. It is wrong! No
wonder, in trying to perpetuate that idea, they beconieCGimist, because that doctrine strikes
directly against the doctrine of the Saviour.... No gomeent owes you a living. You get it
yourself by your own actsl—never by trespassing upon itletsr of a neighbornever by
cheating him You put a blemish upon your character the moment yo({Alothor’'s emphasis}



Statements on Communism and the Constitution of the United $tag3. Deseret Book Co.,
1966)

There are those who will insist that some people absglmust receive assistance and that we
simply cannot allow them to starve. It is hoped tbegryone will agree to this and when we
observe anyone suffering from want, we will admimistetheir needs.

Stating the matter in this form does not recogtieeextremely important moral problem of
“taking” which is unavoidably a part of government iitya Let us restate the proposition so as to
include the entire moral question. If you saw one peismeed and another with plenty, would
you use force to compel a more equal division? Wouldoiite your conscience to physically
coerce one neighbor to share his means with another?

Most people agree that each person has a moral obtigatibe charitable, but is it morally
right for us to compel others to be as charitable ashi& they should be? Is it not rather our
moral obligation to allow them to determine for tlseftees how much they shall give?

If those who are wealthy fail to voluntarily impaft tbeir substance to the poor, they will be
adequately punished by the Lord for their selfishnéS&C 104:18) If, through the force of
government or otherwise they are compelled to diwik those in need, how can the Lord either
bless them for being charitable or punish them for bemgharitable? The same freedom which
permits men to do evil permits them to do good. i gestroy one, you have destroyed both and
made freedom of choice, with its consequent rewandspunishments, impossible.

When those who are poor undertake to obtain their rsuste without working for it, they
bring themselves under condemnation. The Lord hasaited in the following sequence of verses
that the poor whose hands are not stayed from layahg) upon other men’s goods will suffer
punishment along with the selfish rich:

Wo unto you rich men, that will not give your substatwehe poor, for your riches will
canker your souls; and this shall be your lamentatiothénday of visitation, and of judgment,
and of indignation: the harvest is past, the summerded and my soul is not saved!

Wo unto you poor men, whose hearts are not broken, emyoisits are not contrite, and
whose bellies are not satisfied, and whose hands arstayed from laying hold upon other
men’s goods, whose eyes are full of greediness, and whoatlabor with your own hands!”
(D&C 56:16-17)

GOVERNMENTENFORCEDMONOPOLIES

Another questionable but extremely common practice isis® the police power to give
ourselves monopolistic protection against competitbings would be called a criminal conspiracy
and branded as extortion if forcibly engaged in withgmuernment protection and approval.

Today in the United States, monopoly protection ferdéd by the police power in nearly
every line of economic activity: in the professi@ml trades; in transportation and communication;
in agriculture and labor; in finance, banking, and mater lines/'How does this vast system of
government enforced monopolies stand the conscieatand the application of the Golden Rule?

If we desire for ourselves the freedom to enteraaleror occupation when and where we
choose, we should allow our fellow men this sametritfhwe believe we should be left free to
purchase goods or services from any person who affens for sale, how can we forcibly restrict
the freedom of other members of the buying public atidigti the Golden Rule?

President McKay has counseled us against prohibitimgr®tfrom pursuing the occupation of
their choice. He said:



It is a great imposition, if indeed not a crime, foy @overnment, any labor union, or any
other organization to deny a man the right to speakyaship, and to work(Statements on
Communism and the Constitution of the United States7. Deseret Book Co. 1966)

The prophet, Joseph Smith, expressed a similar vieketoduncil of the City of Nauvoo:

| also spoke at length for the repeal of the ordinarfcéhe city licensing merchants,
hawkers, taverns, and ordinaries, desiring that this nigta free people, and enjoy equal rights
and privileges, and the ordinances were repedatistofy of the Churchyol. 6, p. 8)

And finally the Lord has warned us against the usextdrtion in acquiring the goods of this
world:

Yea, all things which come of the earth, in the geabereof, are made for the benefit and
the use of man, both to please the eye and to gladdérednte

And it pleaseth God that he hath given all these thimgs man; for unto this end were they
made to be used, with judgment, not to excess, neithextbstion. (D&C 59:18, 20)

Men use a variety of arguments to justify the use efpiblice power to restrict competition.
Some claim there is over-production of the commaxlige services they are offering. When one
considers the millions who are classified as paupegesery nation on earth with death and want in
many places, how can it be asserted that there aversupply of any form of organized wealth?
True, there are raw materials, and energy in abundartaman’s desire for the finished product is
insatiable and always exceeds the supply.

Still others argue that open competition in theirdfighould be prohibited because, if this were
not done, the unlearned, the unskilled, and the inexmed would be serving the public. But this
argument assumes it is possible to classify men imt@taups—the qualified and the unqualified.
Is this assumption valid?

Let us investigate this matter by first observing thatone is perfect. There never was and
there never will be a professional or business man elidd not benefit from more knowledge,
training, experience, skill, and better facilitieshmthich to serve the public. This fact must be
faced: there are not two groups of men—the qualifieithe unqualified; there is only one group
and every member of it is unqualified to some extent.

This being true, the only choice open is between vgryiegrees of incompetence,
inexperience, and ignorance. Now is there a mangliwho can honestly claim that he is able to
make a division of this group, confer special privilegm one segment which are denied to the
other, and still be fair to everyone? What ratidrasis exists for determining where the line should
be drawn? How much training or experience should be estjbefore permitting a person to offer
his services to the public—6 weeks, 6 months, 6 yearslooble one of these periods? It is
impossible for men to reach agreement on this probidior @ny person to say with certainty he is
right in his opinion and all who disagree are wrong.

It is also impossible to reach agreement on who shbelgjiven the power to set up the
gualifications for engaging in a given economicaigtiand force their views on all others. Some
may contend that those already engaged in the grofgstrade, or business should have this
privilege. Others would confer the power upon some agehgovernment. Still others contend
that the matter should be settled by majority vote.

Since all men are to a greater or lesser extent ufigdab serve the public, and since it is
impossible to find a fair or a logical basis for maken division of the unqualified, and since it is
also impossible to reach agreement on who should lee ¢he power to confer special privileges
on some which are denied to others, why not |elagelécision to the only person who has a moral



right to make it—the one who is paying the bill? Whgt mdopt a policy which allows every
member of the consuming public to decide for himself haveh education, experience, facilities,
etc. are necessary to engage in a profession or aebs8i No one can devise a more equitable
method than this.

If those who hold themselves out to serve the publgrepresent the extent of their training
and experience or otherwise act in a criminal marthey, should be punished for such wrongdoing
by the police power. One form of punishment might beetwydhem the privilege of engaging in
such activities for a specified period of time. Alddhey perform their work negligently and cause
injury, they may be held liable to those who have seffelamage.

But why should we prejudge them? Why should we impose pegiraints and threaten them
with jail or fine for even attempting to serve the jpulh their chosen field? They may do much
good and no harm. Their services may be needed.

If those who consider themselves better trained thiers desire to form an exclusive
professional group and limit membership to applicants tdage met certain minimum require-
ments, this should be their privilege and no one shatadfere with it. Furthermore, if they desire
to inform the public as to whom they consider qualitieeengage in a given profession, trade, or
business, this basic right should be protected.

But to give one partially qualified group (or their goveent agents) the power to forcibly
prevent those they consider less qualified from comgeé$ rank discrimination and an abuse of
the power of government.

D&C 134:5 tells us very plainly thathe civil magistrate should restrain crime, but never
suppress the freedom of the saduls a direct violation of this scripture for us tioedt our agents
in government to punish our fellow men for engaging perfectly legitimate business or
professional activities. We do negstrain crimeor punish guiltwhen we do this, but we do
suppress the freedom of the soul.

When we use the police power to prevent our fellow mam buying goods and services from
whomsoever they desire we are treating them adrehilor mental incompetents who are unable to
make their own decisions. We are either prohibitivegt from purchasing a desired commodity or
service or compelling them to trade with someong teuld not have patronized had we allowed
them their freedom in the matter.

When we direct our bureaucratic servants to forcibly gmea farmer from raising certain
crops on his own land; when we deny the youth whagenieom our schools the right to work at
any trade, business, or profession they desire witfirstigetting the exact amount of training we
have decreed and obtaining the express consent obwarngnent agents; when we substitute our
own judgment for that of our fellow men and threatteem with a loss of their life, liberty, or
property if they engage in perfectly legitimate ecoicopursuits except in accordance with rules
we have laid down, we have clearly done things wkwe would consider highly immoral if done
outside the framework of government.

How can we bring ourselves to do these things tcamogher? Are we deceiving ourselves as
to the real reason behind our actions? Could it beitist¢ad of fearing overproduction of the
goods or services we offer for sale, we reallytayimg to create a scarcity so that we can enrich
ourselves with the higher prices restrictive legisfapermits us to charge?

Is it possible that, instead of fearing that someaaméd novice will injure society by offering
inferior services, we are really using the forcdast to create an exclusive class of citizens to
which only a select few may belong? With these qoestin mind let us consider the following
scripture:

Behold, there are many called, but few are chosen.vimdare they not chosen? Because
their hearts are set so much upon the things of thiklwand aspire to the honors of men, that



they do not learn this one lesson...that the powersafién cannot be controlled nor handled
only upon the principles of righteousness. (D&C 121:34-36)

We might also ask ourselves if, when we forcibly pnétbe buying public from patronizing
anyone they desire, we are not proving the accurdctheo following judgment and penalty
pronounced by the Lord upon men in general:

We have learned by sad experience that it is the natwtelisposition of almost all men, as
soon as they get a little authority, as they suppos®; will immediately begin to exercise
unrighteous dominion.

Hence, many are called, but few are chosen. (D&C 121:39-40)



REGIMENTATION

There is an enormous amount of regulation and regatientof the private and business
affairs of the people carried on by government at gpress command and with our approval. Let
us examine our consciences about the morality of whatreveloing to each other.

We might start by asking by what right do | tell ampdoyer whom he can hire, what wages he
can pay, or how many hours he can work his employ@es@oking at it from the employee’s
position: Where did | get the authority to forcibly yeat him from working as many hours as he
desires at any wage he considers appropriate? Caudlize myself meddling in these people’s
affairs and dictating their contract terms outside framework of government? Passing a law
changes neither the officious nature of my conducimpmoral responsibility therefor.

It violates every rule of good taste and common eséas me to force my views upon my
neighbors in this manner. How then do | justify mpdieg the police and the bureaucrats out to
regiment them on my behalf? Am | not violating myscence as well as the Golden Rule? Putting
myself in their place, would | desire to be dictatedhtthese matters, or would | want the freedom
to make my own decisions?

What does my conscience tell me about compelling peodave for their old age under the
social security laws, whether they want to or notRatjustification do | find for entering the
innermost affairs of their lives, and forcing thémnbuy medical, industrial, unemployment, and
liability insurance? Such questions might be continuegp&ges, because government regulation-
both state and federal-has now reached nearly eggsct of our private lives.

The people of the United States who are slavishlyptpng with these multitudinous rules
and regulations are doing so under the threat of hmingshed with a forcible deprivation of our
lives, liberties and properties if we don’t comply. Anto is threatening us? We are doing it to
one another. One wonders if we are not living oséhdays foreseen by the prophet Isaiah when he
said:

And the people shall be oppressed, every one by anathervery one by his neighbor; the
child shall behave himself proudly against the anciang the base against the honorable.
(Isaiah 3:5; 2 Nephi 13:5)

When we engage in the practice of regimenting tvesliof our neighbors, not only are we
exercising unrighteous dominion but we are jeopardizing tontinued existence of our
constitutional form of government. President McKag Isaid:

Unwise legislation, too often prompted by political expedieis periodically being enacted
that seductively undermines man’s right of free agenays him of his rightful liberties, and
makes him but a cog in the crushing wheel of regimemtatioich, if persisted in, will end in
dictatorship. tatements on Communism and the Constitution of the United $tat@s.Deseret
Book Co. 1966)

Each person who believes in the Golden Rule and ¥reedaw of retribution might do well to
re-examine his own views on government and ask—Anmgusonly for the purpose of punishing
evil as the Lord has directed, or am | one of theseial engineers’ who believes the common man
is too selfish and foolish to be left free to spermddwn money, make his own contracts, run his
own business, and provide for his own future?

When men resort to the use of the force of goverhr@rsolve all social problems, they
demonstrate a loss of faith in God. In place of thah they have substituted reliance on dnm
of flesh.



The more completely one believes in the omnipotenemistience, and justice of God, the
more willing he is to accept Christ's philosophy oéddom. Such a believer knows-nothing
doubting, that no matter what he, or any other mas,devery person will receive exactly what he
deserves.

On the other hand, those who deny the existenceodf ©nd to judge everything from a
materialistic viewpoint. Their idea of justice comsi®f an equal distribution of the material
comforts and bodily needs of the world—food, clothisbelter, medicine, education, etc. They
assume that since there is no divine law of justicgpieration, they must use force to bring about
equality. They would use government for this purpose.

If one looks about him in the world, he will discovermerous illustrations of this relationship
between faith in God and belief in freedom on the legued, atheism and belief in slavery on the
other. It is no accident that those who establisted constitutional government of freedom
adopted as their motto, IN GOD WE TRUST, while thoed® founded the Communist tyranny
were avowed atheists committed to the destructioeligfion and freedom.

One who accepts the plain words of the scriptures krbaisit is impossible for any one to
defeat God's justice. The Lord is not relying upon marhe puny efforts of his government to
banish poverty, alleviate pain, and administer toiltheof society by using compulsion. Justice
will be done in spite of anything we do or fail to. do

Some may conclude that if everyone is going to vecexactly what he deserves regardless of
anything | do or my government does or fails tottheye is no point in doing anything at all. One
who takes such an attitude leaves out of considerditiermost important element of all—the
eternal welfare of his own soul.

No one of us is capable of determining the destirgngbne else. God has placed it within our
power to determine our own with His help. He has sarged things that each person is provided
with those opportunities and capabilities to which hist ganduct has entitled him and we should
never forget that the Lord is the source of all laggss His plan of justice allows each one the
exclusive right to determine those blessings or punistee will receive.

Our reward is largely determined by the attitude e taward the problems of others. If we
sincerely believe in charity and give of ourselved anor means to feed the hungry, clothe the
naked, and visit the widows and the fatherlessjs€has promised us a place in His kingdom on
His right hand. (Matt. 25:31-46)

If we try to solve the problems of poverty, ignoranaaed suffering by forcing others to be
charitable and by denying people the freedom to madtedivn mistakes, we have adopted Satan’s
plan and have subjected ourselves to him to the sammt.ekiven a partial adoption of his methods
will condemn us because when we undertake to exercisainida in any degree of
unrighteousnes#&men to the priesthood or the authority of that man.



CHAPTERVIII

ANOTHERSTANDARD BWMHICH TO
JUDGE GOVERNMENTACTION

—THE UNITED STATESCONSTITUTION
AND THE COMMUNISTMANIFESTO

In a speech delivered at Brigham Young UniversityPirovo, Utah, on May 18, 1960,
President David O. McKay said:

I come with another theme this morning—Two Contendioc€s. Those forces are known
and have been designated by different terms throughowtgteee ‘In the Beginning’ they were
known as Satan on the one hand, and Christ on ther.othethese days they are
called...Communism on the one hand, free agency on tlee. oth

Thus has the prophet of God in our day, identifiedfdhe of government proposed by Satan
for our acceptance. Just as the government authorizételyord has a Constitution, so does this
one authored by Satan—it is the Communist Manifestdiedteby Karl Marx in 1848. It is
generally regarded as the ultimate in authority fom@wnists the world over. On the other hand
the Lord has placed His stamp of approval on the USitates Constitution. (D&C 98:4-7)

Having these two documents—the United States Cotistitand the Communist Manifesto-
available for comparison, simplifies the problem ofidgitishing right from wrong in government.
The two systems proposed by these documents are thieam@thesis of each other. They
contradict and oppose each other at every point.

While the Constitution provides for a federal systeith the powers of government first
divided between the state and the national, and avidecond division between the legislative,
executive and judicial, the Communist form is a singémtralized, all-powerful dictatorship. The
Constitution contains a Bill of Rights and otheradlet limitations upon the power of government
over thelindividual. The Communist state has no restraintstsdaver. While the Constitution
guarantees citizens the right to elect their owntipali leaders and to make alterations in their
laws, Communism denies all rights of self-government

There is one basic objective to which Communism isnaiti@d which stamps it as the mortal
enemy of the Lord’s form of government: this is itinalterable opposition to the right of private
property. The Constitution expressly guarantees the piaienf this right in the same clause in
which it protects the rights of life and liberty, aibdlenies government the power to take from the
individual his private property for public use without jusipensation.

On the other hand the Manifesto declares thatektruttion of private property is the primary
and basic aim of Communism. It says:

In this sense the theory of the Communists may bemmdnup in the single sentence:
abolition of private property.

At still another place in the Manifesto we find this

The Communist revolution is the most radical rupture wiglditional property relations.



Not only does the Manifesto declare its main purpodgetthe destruction of private property,
but it contains a detailed plan by which this is to beoenplished in a nation such as the United
States whose laws and constitutions were designgabtect this right.

The method proposed is not violent and bloody revolufat least at the outset) but the
peaceful and legal process of inducing the citizenbeotUnited States and other nations to destroy
the right themselves with their own legislaturegyrtsy and executives. We are to adopt a series of
laws which will inevitably have this result. Listemthe Manifesto as it unfolds its plan:

We have seen above that the first step in the regoldtty the working class is to raise the
proletariat to the position of ruling class, to ess&bldemocracy. The proletariat will use its
political supremacy to wrest by degrees all capital fitbi bourgeoisie (property owners), to
centralize all instruments of production in the handhefstate.

This naked appeal to the selfishness of the voterséothe government as an instrument of
plunder is nothing but a proposal for legalized thefe Wanifesto goes on to say:

Of course in the beginning this cannot be effected exnepteans of despotic inroads on the
rights of property and on the conditions of bourgeois progluc..These measures will, of
course, be different in different countries. Nevertsgldn the most advanced countries the
following will be pretty generally applicable...

Then follows the famous ten points of the Communishiféato. They constitute a blueprint
for legislative action. They are in essence a palitplatform to be adopted over a period of time
which culminates in the complete destruction of priyatgerty.

There are a variety of ways in which a government destroy private property and the
Manifesto’s ten points include most of them. One wafycourse, is to confiscate by outright
seizure. This method is proposed in points numberedrah®ar which read:

1. Abolition of property in land and application of all rent$asfd to 1 public purposes.
4. Confiscation of the property of all emigrants and rebels.

To what extent have we adopted the policy of goverbroamership of land in the United
States? The Federal Government has always owndd lbanh up until recently its policy was to
transfer its holdings to private owners either urfdenestead laws or by grants of various kinds.
This policy no longer prevails, and today it is repdrthat the Federal Government is condemning
for “public purposes” thousands of acres of land each fgasuch things as power projects,
housing projects, irrigation schemes and flood cantithe Federal Government owns
approximately one-fourth of all land in the continerdalted States today.

The second method for destroying private property pespbg the Manifesto is this:

2. A heavy progressive or graduated income tax.

The founding fathers of our nation, well aware tiegt power to tax is the power to destroy,
included within the Constitution severe restrictiamon the power of the Federal Government to
impose direct taxes. Such were forbidden unless propedtiaccording to census. When this
nation adopted the 16th amendment to the Constitutidi®13, it abandoned this safeguard to
human rights provided by the Lord’s form of governnmeamil substituted therefor Satan’s proposal
for their destruction.

The power of government to impose graduated taxes wthgrled with the power to produce
inflation with “printing press money,” is an extremggtent combination for destroying property.
By the simple device of cranking the printing pressbsreby raising prices and wages, the



government can silently elevate everyone into &drigax bracket without changing the tax rate
structure at all.

The public is deceived into believing that their higherges and incomes brought about by
inflation are beneficial. In actuality their purchaspmwer is not increased by the raise but rather
is decreased because of the heavier tax rates theylaiset to and the higher prices they pay for
what they purchase.

3. Abolition of all right of inheritance.

The 16th Amendment which permitted the imposition @fdgiated income taxes also allowed
steeply graduated inheritance and gift taxes. Theded@state tax rate rises to 77% and goes a
long way toward achieving tha&bolition of all right of inheritancgroposed by the Manifesto.
And here again, if inflation continues at its presee, everyone will soon find himself in these
upper tax brackets and the right of a person to leayerbierty to those he loves either during life
or at death will have been destroyed. Thus anotledsiobjective of the Communists will have
been reached.

5. Centralization of credit in the hands of the state by mefam®ational bank with state capital and an exclusive
monopoly.

Even John Maynard Keynes, one of the most vigorowpqments of the welfare state,
recognized in this Communist device a potent weaporthfe destruction and confiscation of
private property by the state. Said he:

Lenin (first Communist dictator in Russia) is said &vé declared that the best way to
destroy the Capitalist System was to debauch the cytrBya continuing process of inflation,
governments can confiscate, secretly and unobservetm@ortant part of the wealth of their
citizens...Lenin was certainly right. There is no subtleo surer means of over-turning the
existing basis of society than to debauch the curréfoy.process engages all the hidden forces
of economic law on the side of destruction, and do&s & manner which not one man in a
million is able to diagnoseE€onomic Consequences of the Peace, Keyasourt, Brace and
Howe, 1920, pp. 235-236)

The Constitutional Convention specifically rejectegraposal to give the Federal government
the power to issue “paper moneyElljot's DebatesVol. V, pp. 434-435) The men who attended
that Convention were painfully aware of the greatgeas of paper money. Governments with the
power to print paper money have always abused this p&teagry of the Convention attendees had
participated in, and saw the great damage to theméte paper “Continental Dollar” caused.
Those men voted on and struck down the emission pérpmoney. They further limited the
government’s power over money. The Federal goverhmas limited to coining money and
regulating its value. They also provided that no sthedlmake anything but gold and silver coin
a tender in payment of debfévrt. 1, Sec. 10)
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In spite of the fact that these constitutional prawvisi have never been officially or legally
altered, in the year 1934 the Federal Government caméd all of the gold money of its citizens
and passed a law making it a criminal offense tagotstas money. (U.S.C. Title 31, Sec. 443) As
of today (1967) the Federal government is in the ftades of removing all silver backing for its
currency and has substituted base metals for silveg@addn its coins.

Thus, one more of the constitutional safeguards toritie of private property has been
removed and the proposal of the Communists adoptecyTibd Federal government has not only
the power to borrow huge sums of money from its ciizemd pay such debts with “printing press
money,” but it can destroy the creditor class by fadhem to accept a debauched and depreci-
ated currency from other debtors in lieu of hard mameigh a redeemable currency provides.

We will not examine individually the last five poirgsthe Manifesto. They call for centralized
government control over communication, transportatfactories, farms, labor, and education.
These proposals constitute an additional method dfayesy private property by so regulating
and regimenting the so-called owner in the usetbiit he is owner in name only.

As originally interpreted, the United States Con$sih denied government the right to
regulate and control the citizen in the use of hiperty. Over the years the commerce clause and
the general welfare clause have been so interpretetd @ermit both the state and Federal
governments to regiment labor, agriculture, manufagutiansportation, communication, finance
and all other forms of economic activity. Todaythiére is any limit on the power of government to
regulate, no one knows what that limit is.

After comparing these two systems of government,raticig the changes we have wrought in
our constitutional form, who can deny that we havgdly abandoned the Lord’s plan for Satan’s?
In an editorial in the U.S. News and World ReportJafy 20, 1964, entitled: “Our Vanishing
Constitution,” David Lawrence, nationally known veritsaid:

Only 175 years after our forefathers ordained the Conisiit of the United states, the
document has largely fallen into disuse...We can hardlg\elour eyes, however, as we reread
the provisions of the Constitution that have beem tar shreds by the autocratic action of a
judicial oligarchy.

The words used by Mr. Lawrence to describe what hppdmed are extremely interesting in
the view of a prophecy made by the late President Jatytor in 1879 which is recorded in
Journal of Discoursesyol. 21, p. 8 as follows:

The day is not far distant when this nation will baleen from center to circumference. And
now, you may write it down, any of you, and | will propiiet in the name of God...When the
people shall have torn to shreds the Constitution efLihited States the Elders of Israel will be
found holding it up to the nations of the earth and protlag liberty.

Each Elder of the Church might well ask himself vehbe stands with respect to these two
documents—whether he is upholding the Constitution lmirfgeto tear it to shreds and replace it
with the provisions of the Manifesto. We might alssk ourselves what kind of a position of
authority we can expect to occupy in the next life ifliwe up on Satan’s side in the battle for
freedom here.

One method in wide use today by those who are atteghfmidestroy our constitutional form
of government is to discredit the Constitution by igrahg and impugning the motives of the
founding fathers who established it. The farther afasn the event we get, the more some men
believe they know the personal characters of those ared the more evil they detect in their
purposes.



Latter-day Saints should beware that they neithee®elnor spread these falsehoods. Anyone
who desires to know the facts would do well to stadginal source material such as the writings
of these men and statements made by their contenmgmordir he does so he will find such
unimpeachable source material as the following statismiey James Madison and Alexis de
Tocqueville:

But, whatever may be the judgement pronounced on the cenayedf the architects of the
Constitution, or whatever may be the destiny of ttiéice prepared by them, | feel it a duty to
express my profound and solemn conviction, derived fromntitpate opportunity of observing
and appreciating the views of the Convention, colletfiand individually, that there never was
an assembly of men, charged with a great and arduouswiustywere more pure in their mo-
tives, or more exclusively or anxiously devoted to thpatbcommitted to them, than were the
members of the Federal Convention of 1787. (James Maditimt’'s DebatesVol V, p. 122)

The assembly which accepted the task of composing tvadeonstitution was small; but
George Washington was its President, and it containedfitiest minds and the noblest
characters that had ever appeared in the New World. ddgué&ville,Democracy in America
Vol. 1, p. 118 Walter A. Knopf, Inc. 1945)

Latter-day Saints who condemn the architects ofQbestitution and the work of their hands
are rejecting the words of their scriptures. The Lwad told us that these men were wise men; that
He raised them up for this very purpose, and that tbedainder His inspiration. (D&C 101:77,
D&C 109:54.)

Those who see selfish motives in the founding fatlier establishing a government which
protected their own properties should realize thatoiild have been impossible for them to have
government protect property rights in general withootgating their own. We have been told that
no government can exist in peace unless the rightcanttol of property is protected. (D&C
134:2) It is Satan’s form of government which would @®sthis basic human right so essential to
freedom.



CHAPTERIX

THE “V OICE FROM THEDUST’
SPEAKS TOVIODERNAMERICA
ABOUT GOVERNMENT

It appears that one of the main purposes of the Logiving us the Book of Mormon was to
warn us against destroying ourselves through the asopti Satan’s form of government. Two
mighty civilizations were destroyed on this landicke above all other lands and the cause of
destruction was the same in each case—the corruptgovefnment by wickedness.

Moroni, that servant of God through whom Joseph Smaiteived the Book of Mormon, was
expressly commanded by the Lord to warn the Gentilgsggainst committing national suicide in
this manner. Let us note his solemn warnings:

And they (secret combinations) have caused the destnuatithis people of whom | am now
speaking, (Jaredites) and also the destruction of the peollkephi... Wherefore, O ye Gentiles,
it is wisdom in God that these things should be shown you, that thereby ye may repent of
your sins, and suffer not that these murderous combirsasiball get above you...Wherefore, the
Lord commandeth you, when ye shall see these thinge eonong you that ye shall awake to a
sense of your awful situation,...Wherefore I, Moroni, aammanded to write these things.
(Ether 8:21-26)

President McKay has identified Communism as thisetecombination of Satan which
threatens our very existence todeéBtatements on Communism and the Constitution of the United
Statesp. 5)

He has also said:

The position of this Church on the subject of Commurhisis never changed. We consider it
the greatest satanical threat to peace, prosperitythenspread of God’s work among men that
exists on the face of the earth....We therefore comnagrdencourage every person and every
group who is sincerely seeking to study Constitutional pries and awaken a sleeping and
apathetic people to the alarming conditions that arelkapidvancing about uslnfprovement
Era, June 1966, p. 477)

The Lord, through Moroni, has commanded us to awaké&e. Lord, through our living
prophet, has indicated we are still asleep. Is ittin@ we listen to the Lord? Our destruction as a
nation is certain unless we do:

And whatsoever nation shall uphold such secret combmstito get power and gain, until
they shall spread over the nation, behold, they &eatlestroyed. (Ether 8:22)

Let us briefly examine the Nephite experience with a maent subject to the voice of the
people to see what lessons it might teach.

It is rare in the history of nations when the Lagides a people the power to determine for
themselves what civil laws they shall be subject thwho shall execute those laws. For over 500
years the Nephites lived under a monarchy and themt dl2% years before Christ’s visit to them,
He caused to be established among them a new typee@igeent similar to the one He caused to
be set up in the United States 180 years ago.



There appear to be some important differences betweehephite government called the
reign of the judgeand our own, yet this they had in common: both walgest to control by the
voice of the people.

When King Mosiah effected this change under the sadutection, the Nephites were told, just
as we have been told, that they would be held indilid@ecountable for the actions of their
government. The people seemed to sense their resgion&ibithe record says:

Therefore they relinquished their desires for a king, lexhme exceedingly anxious that
every man should have an equal chance throughout alhige yea, and every man expressed a
willingness to answer for his own sins. (Mosiah 29:38)

The Nephites were told that if they abused this needom to control government, the Lord
would punish them. They were instructed thus:

Now it is not common that the voice of the peopler@gisianything contrary to that which is
right; but it is common for the lesser part of the pedpldesire that which is not right; therefore
this shall ye observe and make it your law—to do youmassi by the voice of the people. And if
the time comes that the voice of the people doth @éawosuity, then is the time that the
judgments of God will come upon you; yea, then is the thmewill visit you with great
destruction even as he has hitherto visited this l@vdsiah 29:26-27)

Some 62 years after the reign of the judges was estadl]ithe Nephites had corrupted their
government, and conditions were so bad that Nephighdeous prophet and the Chief Judge,
resigned his position because he was weary of the peaptpity and wished to spend his full
time calling them to repentance. The political simais described by the record as follows:

For as their laws and their governments were estaaliby the voice of the people, and they
who chose evil were more numerous than they who ohose, therefore they were ripening for
destruction, for the laws had become corrupted. (HelgBrign

In the next chapter (6) of the record we are givamtderstand how this corruption took place.
The Gadianton Band had arisen among the Nephites abently years prior to this and increased
in size and influence until, at this time, even tlgateous believed in its philosophy of government
and accepted its practices. The record says:

And it came to pass on the other hand, that the Neptitebuild them (Gadianton Band)
up and support them, beginning at the more wicked part of, thetit they had overspread all
the land of the Nephites, and had seduced the more p#ré efghteous until they had come
down to believe in their works and partake of their sp@hd to join with them in their secret
murders and combinations. (Helaman 6:38)

Having corrupted everyone with their doctrines, tGiadianton Bandlid obtain the sole
management of the governme(iielaman 6:39) Nephi, the prophet who had been in the land
northward preaching, returned to the land of Zarahemfind:

...those Gadianton robbers filling the judgment-seats—havisgrped the power and
authority of the land; laying aside the commandment$ad,...Condemning the righteous
because of their righteousness; letting the guilty andviblkeed go unpunished because of their
money; and moreover to be held in office at the hdéapbwernment, to rule and do according to
their wills, that they might get gain and glory of therld, and, moreover, that they might the
more easily commit adultery, and steal, and kill, andatoraing to their own wills...(Helaman
7:4-5)



It may seem incredible that the righteous Nephitesdcbale been seduced into accepting the
doctrines and practices of a group which the Nephitphmts calledobbers. How blind can
people be? Before we judge them too harshly let usdbokir own predicament.

Every modern day prophet from Joseph Smith to Prasif#étKay has condemned
Communism and Socialism as satanic systems of plunglegovernment, and yet how many
Latter-day Saints have come down to accept and beheose very welfare state practices which
the Communist Manifesto proposes to bring about sociallidow many believe in and accept the
government bonus, the subsidy, the welfare check, thenom wage, and the monopolistic
protection which the police power gives them? Is it afwvious that we also have come down to
believe in their works and partake of their spoils?

There is evidence that the Gadianton Robbers propasetlyethe same form of government
as do the Communists today. The Nephite prophet, Mgors®n fit to copy into the record an
epistle written by Giddianhi, Governor of the GadmnBand, to Lachoneus, Governor of the
Nephites, in which are some very revealing statesndritis letter is found in 3 Nephi, Chapter 3.
Verse 7 thereof indicates that the Gadianton Barneved in communal ownership of property. In
that verse Giddianhi says to Lachoneus:

Or in other words, yield yourselves up unto us, and unite ws and become acquainted
with our secret works, and become our brethren thatggebe like unto us—not our slaves, but
our brethren and partners of all our substance.

What could he have meant by the exprespianners of all our substanaxcept communal
ownership of property?

Giddianhi also accuses the Nephites of robbing his pedphesir rights and governmengv.
10) This is the identical appeal which the Communistkenta the laboring class today. They
appeal to their selfishness and tell them they areregland robbed under the capitalistic system
and are denied their rights of government. The Conists propose the establishment of what they
call thedictatorship of proletariatvhereunder the workers are supposed to own all the pyoper
and run the government. One can hardly imagine atgreleception than this but it is the appeal
made nonetheless.

Giddianhi also speaks of theverlasting hatredv. 4) of his people for the Nephites. V.I.
Lenin, first Communist dictator in Russia and oneahaf chief theoreticians of Communism had
this to say:

We must hate. Hatred is the basis of Communism. Childnast be taught to hate their
parents if they are not Communists.

Throughout Giddianhi's epistle runs a threat to extemteirihe Nephites if they do n¥teld
up unto this my people, your cities, your lands, and your possesaio@sHow typical this is of
the Communist leaders today who arrogantly proclaithé capitalist worldWe will bury you.

The underlying purposes of the Gadianton Band wereideddoy Mormon thus:

...it was the object of all those who belonged to hiadi@nton’s) band to murder, and to
rob, and to gain power, (and this was their secret plad their combination)...(Helaman 2:8)

But the power they sought and the opportunity to carrshem work of plunder and murder
could be fully obtained only by taking over and conimgllthe agency of government. This was
their unvarying goal. During an 82 year period they maai¢he Chiefs of State of the Nephite
nation five times and made one additional unsucceastrpt.



In the one instance where they did succeed in taéumy the reigns of government, it was
through a combination of murder and seducing the peogartake of their spoils with them. The
prophet Moroni thoroughly understood the nature of tlseseet combinations. In his warning to
the Gentiles against them he says:

For it cometh to pass that whoso buildeth it (secoetlinations) up seeketh to overthrow
the freedom of all lands, nations, and countries... (E3&5)

Can anyone give a more accurate description tharottthe Communist movement today? Its
avowed purpose is to overthrow every non-communistrgovent on earth and establish a world-
wide dictatorship.

J. Edgar Hoover, director of the F.B.I., and onéhefbest informed men on Communism, has
said this:

The communist is thinking in terms of now, in your tifiee. Remember that within four
decades communism, as a state power, has spread througly rddgtercent of the earth’s
surface. Some years ago communists were complainimghtkia ‘fatherland,” Soviet Russia, was
encircled, a communist island in a ‘capitalist’ seaddythe situation is changed. The world
communist movement is on the march, into Germarg/,Bailkans, the Middle East, stretching
across the plains of Asia into China, Korea, and lha@ Communists have never hesitated to
shed blood if this would best serve their purposes. Mergown noncommunist countries
thousands of Party members are working for Moscow. Qammsts firmly believe they are
destined to conquer the world. (J. Edgar HooMasters of Deceitp. 4 Henry Holt & Co., Inc.
1958)

The deadly parallel between the purposes and methdtde &ecret Combinations of old and
the Communist conspiracy of today is plain for allsee. It is interesting to observe that the
Communists even use the waraimbinationto describe their activities. Note the following pegs
taken from the bookyitnessauthored by the late ex-communist, Whittaker Chambers:

One story...sheds light on the more menacing operatioteeofinderground. It was the
story of how the Russians obtained data about the @rgsk. This tank, developed by the
American inventor, Walter Chrystie, was of greaerest to the Russians. They set on foot an
elaborate ‘combination’ (as Communists call it) tecwwe its plans. (Whittaker Chambers,
Witnessp. 319. Random House, 1952)

When the Secret Combination among the Nephites YirgalEceeded in capturing control of
their government, civil strife broke out and threatkrto destroy the nation by bloodshed.
(Helaman 11:2-4) The prophet Nephi pled with the Lord twlse famine to humble the people
rather than permitting them to destroy each othehbysword. This was done. Thousands died of
starvation. The people were brought to a realizatioihaif wickedness and swept the Gadianton
Band from their government. The Lord turned awaywtiath and sent rain upon the earth.

It was but a short space of time, however, before matye people reverted to wickedness.
The Gadianton Band formed again. This time, howatappears that the righteous people refused
to be seduced into perverting their government witliane state practices. Their recent experience
was too fresh upon their minds. There occurred a gliesion among the people, the Gadianton
Robbers forming one group, the more righteous NephitdsLamanites banding together in
another. A terrible battle ensued between these oppowbitk produced the greatest slaughter
ever known among the children of Lehi since he Jeftusalem. (3 Nephi 4:11) The Nephite-
Lamanite armies conquered and once again this edrispiracy was crushed.



After another brief period of righteousness, the peagén became wicked. For the third time
the Robbers became a threat to the continued existénosderly government. In this third
instance, the Gadianton Band did succeed in destrayiganized government by murdering the
chief judge. The people, unable to reconstitute a suprewerrgnent, formed themselves into
tribes.

The Robbers failed in this bid to take over the Nepiiteernment because they were inferior
in numbers to the tribes who:

...notwithstanding they were not a righteous people, yst Were united in the hatred of
those who had entered into a covenant to destroy thexrgoent. (3 Ne. 7:11)

The Robbers left the main body of the Nephites and imémthe land northward. They hoped
to gather strength enough to return and conquer.

It was at this point in Nephite history that Christited them. All the wicked were destroyed in
that terrible cataclysm of fire and the upheavals afure. Christ had an especially severe
judgement which He inflicted upon this criminal group cainspirators who had destroyed the
Nephite government. He describes their fate in 3 Ne. 9:

And behold, that great city Jacobugath, which was inedty the people of King Jacob,
have | caused to be burned with fire because of thesraid their wickedness, which was above
all the wickedness of the whole earth, because of gsgiret murders and combinations; for it
was they that did destroy the peace of my people and teergoent of the land.

Thus ended the first Nephite experience with a govenhinethe voice of the people.

Following the visit of Christ, the Nephites lived peace and righteousness for almost 200
years. When they became wicked, however, we firddhime criminal conspiracy among them. (4
Ne. 42) The record is sketchy during this period. We tatd that the Robbers were at the
bargaining table when a great division of the lands waade between the Nephites and the
Lamanites. (Mormon 2:28) As noted heretofore, Secmamliinations were the cause of the
eventual and final destruction of the Nephites as agelhf the nation of Jaredites.

The Bible is, for the most part, a history of Godéslthgs with man in theld world, whereas
the Book of Mormon was written by prophets in the Aocas and its messages are directed
primarily to those who inhabit this land. One lessomarticular, which must be learned by those
who come here is this: We must serve God or be gestro

The Book of Mormon prophets repeat this unalterablesgenir God many times. The histories
of those two great civilizations who rose and feire provide instructive examples of the
enforcement of this decree. The first people to arhere after the Lord had cleansed the earth
with water were the Jaredites. The warning issuédeim through their first leader is as follows:

And he (God) had sworn in his wrath unto the brothetanéd, that whoso should possess
this land of promise, from that time henceforth an@\er, should serve him, the true and only
God, or they should be swept off when the fullness sfrath should come upon them. (Ether
2:8)

The Jaredite nation occupied this chosen land for appately two thousand years before
theybecame fully ripe in iniquitand were swept off. About the time of their destructibe Lord
brought another group, the Nephites, here and througHiteeprophet, Lehi, warned them:

Wherefore, this land is consecrated unto him whomQuel) shall bring. And if it so be that
they shall serve him according to the commandmentshnhée hath given, it shall be a land of
liberty unto them; wherefore, they shall never beulght down into captivity; if so, it shall be



because of iniquity; for if iniquity shall abound cursedlisha the land for their sakes, but unto
the righteous it shall be blessed forever. (2 Nephi 1:7)

Not long after the Nephites arrived, the Lord plaicetheir hands the record of the Jaredites,
and brought to their attention the ruins of that ization so that they might have before them an
object lesson. The Nephite prophets reminded their pebplee destruction of the Jaredite nation
from time to time. In spite of their knowledge tls@cret combinations had caused it, the Nephites
allowed these same organizations to arise amomy, taed this was the cause of their eventual
destruction.

We, the Gentiles, constitute a third group who have feeored to occupy this chosen land.
To those of us living under the Constitution estabtishye the Lord, it has proved to be a choice
land almost beyond belief. With approximately six perc@nthe world’s population, we are
reputed to have over one half of the world’'s wedlthr great blessings will be followed by equally
great cursings if we, as a nation, turn from God. Gdwk of Mormon is very explicit about this:

And this cometh unto you, O ye Gentiles, that ye maktine decrees of God—that ye may
repent, and not continue in your iniquities until the fe#is come, that ye may not bring down
the fullness of the wrath of God upon you as the inhabst of the land have hitherto done.
(Ether 2:11)

Let us consider in connection with the above scripmmeadmonition given in our day
regarding our failure to heed the lessons of the Bddormon. The Lord has placed the entire
Church under condemnation and told us we would renfagnetuntil we hearken to the
commandments in that book:

And your minds in times past have been darkened becausdelfef, and because you have
treated lightly the things you have received-which wanitd unbelief have brought the whole
church under condemnation. And this condemnation resteih the children of Zion, even all.
And they shall remain under this condemnation until theyent and remember the new
covenant, even the Book of Mormon and the former canmdments which | have given them,
not only to say but to do according to that which Iehewitten. (D&C 84:54-57)

In the two verses which follow the above statemth#, Lord tells us that if we corrupt His
holy land, a judgment and a scourge will be poured out upon

That they may bring forth fruit meet for their Fatkeiingdom; otherwise there remaineth a
scourge and judgement to be poured our upon the children of Zaorshall the children of the
kingdom pollute my holy land? Verily, | say unto you, N@Yy&C 84:58-59)

That we are in the process of polluting this land &rpfor all to see. Nowhere is it more
apparent than in our laws and our governments. Theumtwn of the principles of the
Constitution by the adoption of the welfare state prestadvocated by the Communists has been
pointed out herein. Our living prophet in his recentestent concerning the position of the Church
on Communism has warned us. He speaks chldmening conditions that are rapidly advancing
about usThose cannot be misinterpreted by anyone willingstet.

The Lord’s admonition to us through Moroni is equaligin:

Wherefore, the Lord commandeth you, when ye shaltteese things come among you that
ye shall awake to a sense of your awful situation, useraf this secret combination which shall
be among you. (Ether 8:24)



CHAPTERX

SPECIFIC LESSON$-ROM
THE NEPHITERECORD

Perhaps the Nephite scriptures can aid us in seeing cteandy where the path of political
duty lies. One outstanding example of a righteous notingawith the approval of the Lord in a
political and military capacity to preserve the libestythe people is that of the general, Moroni.

In the 19th year of the reign of the judges, Amalick&n extremely wicked Nephite, sought to
destroy the freedom of the nation by corrupting thweetojudges and making himself king. He
undoubtedly would have succeeded had not Moroni raisditla of libertyand gone throughout
the land rallying the people to the support of free gowent. Moroni overcame the opposition of
Amalickiah and put to death those of his follower®wlenied the covenant of freedom.

A few years later a political group callégngmenwere defeated at the polls. They too,
attempted to change the government to a monarchyalpyrity vote. Angered at their failure, they
refused to join in the defense of the nation agaamstenemy invasion. Moroni led his armies
against these rebels, and executed some 4,000 of theoontpelled those who were not put to
death or imprisoned, to hoist the title of libertythbeir towers.

Moroni literally gave his life for the cause of fdeen. He became supreme commander of the
Nephite armies at the age of 25; served in that capédcaugh a terrible period of warfare for 14
years, and died 5 years after he had retired, aadbeof 43. Thistrong and mighty mamust
have exerted himself to the uttermost limit in théedse of his country. His magnificent service
brought the following words of praise from Mormon, tigtorian:

And Moroni was a strong and a mighty man; he was a eharperfect understanding; yea,
a man that did not delight in bloodshed; a man whosedsgyby in the liberty and the freedom
of his country, and his brethren from bondage and sfaver

Yea, and he was a man who was firm in the faith lofisf, and he had sworn with an oath
to defend his people, his rights, and his country, anceligion, even to the loss of his blood.

Yea, verily, verily | say unto you, if all men had heand were, and ever would be like unto
Moroni, behold, the very powers of hell would have bskaken forever; yea, the devil would
never have power over the hearts of the childrenesf.rfAlma 48:11, 13, 17)

Few men, if any, have ever been lauded by a prophebdfitssuch extravagant terms. And
who can doubt but that he was most deserving? Inssfahearecord tells us, he never held a
position of any prominence in the Church, but his “prditi and “military” services were as vital
to the work of the Lord as were the efforts of phephets. (Alma 48:18-19)

Suppose that he had stayed comfortably and safelyna¢ performing his “regular church
duties” rather than going throughout the land on hiltiged campaign. Or suppose that the
prophet Helaman had confined himself strictly to pheaythe word rather than leading his 2,000
stripling soldiers to war, thus preventing the collaplsthe western battle front. In either case the
Nephites would have lost their freedom, and the Chaf&hrist would have been destroyed.

The Nephite prophets took an extremely active part enptblitical activities of their nation
during the reign of the judges. The people had thelggw&iof selecting by majority vote their
officers of government and, more often than nog person chosen by the people to serve as
governor over all the land was also head of theathur

Not only did these prophets serve in political posgitnut as military leaders as well. The
record tells us:



Now it was the custom among all the Nephites to apdointheir chief captains, (save it
were in their times of wickedness) some one that hadspirit of revelation and also prophesy.
(3 Nephi 3:19)

When the Nephites corrupted the laws which the Lodidieen them, these religious leaders
spoke out boldly against such corruption. They did sb thi¢ Lord’s approval:

For behold, Nephi had spoken unto them concerningldbeuptness of their law; yea,
many things did Nephi speak which cannot be written; asttiimg did he speak which was
contrary to the commandments of God. (Helaman 8:3)

When there was iniquity among those in political agffthe prophets did not hesitate to point
this out and warn the people that such unrighteousnesthdiy rulers would cause their
destruction. Amulek spoke to the people of Ammonihals:th

And now behold, | say unto you, that the foundation &f destruction of this people is
beginning to be laid by the unrighteousness of your lasged your judges. (Alma 10:27)

The record is clear that these prophets risked liies when they uttered such criticisms, but
this did not deter them.

It is of course recognized that some men are bejteépeed to preach than to fight or occupy
positions of power and influence in government. Thphite record also teaches us that when the
people become exceedingly corrupt, a righteous man bedtgess God by preaching than
governing. Note for example the resignations of bolimaAand Nephi from the top position in
government so that they could spend their full timéngathe people to repentance. (Alma 4:18;
Helaman 5:4)

The Nephite experience with a government by the vdidbeopeople makes it clear that in
addition to the usual duty of Church members to protesit God-given freedoms, in times of
great peril extreme measures may be necessary. In @ paricrisis, total sacrifice may be
required.

President McKay has told us we are now in one dfdalperiods of crisis. He has identified the
nature of that crisis beyond any doubt. The frighteférog is that the satanic movement of which
he warns is the same which caused the destructitimeabther civilizations which occupied this
land.

Those Nephite prophets who tried vainly to preventdistruction of their nation were also
commanded by the Lord to warn us. They prophesiedwbatould face the same threat. They
supplied us with a rather detailed history of how tiriminal conspiracy operates to destroy a
nation whose government is subject to the voiceeptople.

It is a point of some interest that while the Jdeediation existed on this chosen land
approximately twice as long as the Nephites and wagrtaer nation, still the Book of Mormon
is about 94% Nephite history with only 32 pages devoteédabnation about which the Lord told
the brother of Jared:

There shall be none greater than the nation whighl raise up unto me of thy seed, upon
all the face of the earth. (Ether 1:43)

It is probable that the reason the Jaredite histosjighted in favor of that of the Nephites is
that the latter lived a part of their time under aggoment similar to the one the Lord gave us.
This probability is strengthened by the fact that wkile Nephite history covers about 1,000



years, almost one-half of that portion of their relcplaced in our hands concerns that brief 125
year period during which the people tried to govermi®ves by majority vote.

Of extreme importance to us, it would seem, are thod&pars concerning how, during this
period of self-government, the Nephites subjected thlees to the criminal conspiracy. It
destroyed their government. Our prophet tells us gatiens ours. Let us examine some of the
details of that occurrence and compare them with vghiaappening in our own nation.

Of particular significance is the fact that they rattred and corrupted the laws God had
given them. This was done with the consent of tag@nty of the people:

And that they had altered and trampled under their feelathe of Mosiah, or that which
the Lord commanded him to give unto the people...For as léngg and their governments were
established by the voice of the people, and they wioseclevil were more numerous than they
who chose good, therefore they were ripening for destruédr the laws had become corrupted.
(Hel. 4:22; 5:2)

How have we treated that Constitution which the Laadsed to be established among us? The
extent to which we have altered it and substitutedetberthe proposals of the Communist
Manifesto has been discussed herein. Our modern propbetsiue to warn us that we are
corrupting our laws. President McKay said back in 1952:

During the first half of the twentieth century we hadxaveled far into the soul-destroying
land of socialism...Gospel Idealsp. 273)

Those interested in reading some of the numerousnstats made by President McKay and
other Church leaders on the subject of Communism amdhtleat it poses to our government
would do well to study the booklegtatements on Communism and the Constitution of the United
States,Deseret Book Co., 1966, and the boBkophets, Principles and National Survivaly
Jerreld L. Newquist, Publishers Press, 1964.

Another factor in the takeover of the Nephite gowent which should have great meaning to
us is that the people were seduced or deceived intevingliin the philosophy of government
espoused by the Gadianton Band:

...the Nephites did build them (the Gadianton Band) up and sugy@n, beginning at the
more wicked part of them, until they had overspread @&l l#nd of the Nephites, and had
seduced the more part of the righteous until they had clmwe to believe in their works and
partake of their spoails,... (Hel. 6:38)

Back in 1940, the First Presidency of the Church issugdtament on Communism in which
they said:

We again warn our people in America of the constantlydasing threat against our
inspired Constitution...These revolutionists are using hniggie that is as old as the human
race—a fervid but false solicitude for the unfortunater avkom they thus gain mastery, and
then enslave them...Latter-day Saints cannot be trtleetofaith and lend aid, encouragement,
or sympathy to any of these false philosophies. Thilypnove snares to their feet. (David O.
McKay, Statements on Communism and the Constitution of the United ${at@&s3)

It is obvious that these secret combinations (robbergolbgrnment) have not changed their
tactics since the days of the Nephites. When the pofagovernment is placed in the hands of the
people, the conspirators appeal to our selfishness. Jddyce us tpartake of their spoil®f
government until they enslave us.



It was by such deceit and bribery that the GadiantordBal obtain the sole management of
the governmentlThe Nephites, by majority vote, had elected to offie who believed in robbery
by government. The prophet Nephi, returning from thd eorthward found:

...the people in a state of such awful wickedness, and Basé&nton robbers filling the
judgment-seats—having usurped the power and authority ofride IeHel. 7:4)

The statement of David Lawrence which appears elsewhehis work wherein he refers to,
the provisions of the Constitution that have been torn to shreds by the autcactita of a
judicial oligarchy,takes on added significance when considered ifigheof a similar usurpation
of power and authority by the Nephite judges.

Having been commanded by the Lord to do so, Nephiyadddl the people that they had
united themselves to this band of robbers:

Yea, wo be unto you because of that great abominatimchwas come among you; and ye
have united yourselves unto it, yea to that secret tduich was established by Gadianton! (Hel.
7:25)

One can imagine that those righteous Nephites who Wesh seducedinto upholding,
supporting, and partaking of the spoils of the Robbers pafoundly shocked when charged with
having united with a criminal conspiracy. People in oation today are ofttimes startled and
angered when told that the welfare state practiveg favor are the identical political programs
proposed by the Communists to bring about socialism.

There were, in Nephi's audience, some men who actbelynged to the conspiracy:

...there were men who were judges, who also belonged teetiiet band of Gadianton, and
they were angry...(Hel. 8:1)

And why were they angry? Nephi had exposed them. Hequbout the corruption of the laws
had resulted in the takeover of the Nephite goverhimgthis Band:

For behold, Nephi had spoken unto them concerning theiptoess of their law...And
those judges were angry with him because he spake plaitdytliem concerning their secret
works of darkness. (Hel. 8:3-4)

The record is clear that the reason the conspiradysicceeded in capturing control of the
government was that the Nephites had built it up and stggpdr and had been seduced into
partaking of its spoils. (Hel. 6:38-39)

The great majority of the people today continue twmiignthe prophets’ warnings that the
advance of Communism within our own nation is leadiado destruction. Likewise, the Nephites
ignored their prophet:

And it came to pass that they would not hearken untonbisls; and there began to be
contentions, insomuch that they were divided againsh$bles and began to slay one another
with the sword. (Hel. 10:18)

And it was this secret band of robbers who did carrytlie work of destruction and
wickedness...(Hel. 11:2)

The unmistakable parallel between the Communist inspiathg, looting, burning, and
bloodshed in our own cities which increase each yaat,the bloody turmoil among the Nephites



should cause us great anxiety. It is noted that theitéspdivided against themselves and began to
kil one another. Who will deny that there is & iif our own nation which becomes more pro-
nounced as the Communist programs to centralize therpaf government and destroy the right
of private property continue to be adopted and expanded?

The Lord brought an end to the bloodshed among theifdepdnd released their nation from
the clutches of this conspiracy by means of a greatgit and famine. Will He prevent this nation
from destroying itself in a civil war by the sameams? If so, He probably would not need to send
a drought to do it. With continued internal strifeg would bring about our own famine, and do it
very suddenly.

With less than ten percent of our population engagddriming, and with this small group
almost completely dependent upon a continuing supply of fuwekchinery, and a smoothly
functioning transportation network, famine could armlild stalk the land within a matter of weeks
if violence interrupted the operation of this hightyerdependent system of food production and
distribution.

Perhaps no people in history have been as vulnerabkargaton as is this nation today.
Highly specialized in our labor, and relying almostptetely upon electric power and labor-
saving machinery, we have largely forgotten themmepof physical labor and the art of feeding
and clothing ourselves. If our power supply, our producti@chinery, or our transportation
facilities were to break down, food markets would gmithin hours and people would be left to
their own devices to provide themselves with sustamafhe massiveness of the tragedy which
could result is horrible to contemplate. While the Negshperished by the thousands, we would
likely starve by the millions.

We have facing us a danger even more fearful, if plssthan those which faced the
Nephites. This is the threat of a nuclear war. A fiays after he was made President of the
Church, David O. McKay said:

A third World War is inevitable unless Communism isrssabdued. Communism yields to
nothing but force.tatements on Communism and the Constitution of the United $tai&s,

It seems to be a foregone conclusion that such a Watewelop into a nuclear holocaust. The
Lord has permitted the world to have a foretastthefhorrors of such an eventuality, but since
Hiroshima and Nagasaki, the destructiveness of nualeapons has multiplied many times.

The exact nature, however, of the calamities whick befall us, whether they be civil war,
famine, international nuclear war, or otherwisegglatively unimportant. The important fact is the
inevitability of the destruction of this nation froseme source unless we heed the words of the
prophets.

It must be most disheartening to a prophet to know edgttainty that the nation and people he
loves are marching steadily toward their doom andrable to dissuade them. When Nephi failed
to get his nation to listen, he was so deeply diswe that he lamented the fact that he could not
have lived his days in a period of time when the peamuld hearken. (Hel. 7:7) He was so cast
down at his failure that the Lord saw fit to persgnedmfort him. (Hel. 10:3-11)

One wonders at the feelings of our own Prophet asamtiinue to ignore his oft-repeated
warnings against Communism and the moral breakdowichwhas caused us to adopt its
philosophy. He continues to labor with us and his wamr@swidely disseminated throughout the
land just as were Nephi's warnings to his people.



CHAPTERXI

THE RESPONSIBILITYOF
LATTERDAY SAINTS

Latter-day Saints are the only people who have beemngin understanding of the exact
nature of the predicament we are in. We alone knatv@wod through His mouthpiece has told us
we are in dire peril. The responsibility to act hasnj@aced upon us. The blessings of the gospel
do not come without equivalent duties. Our failure suage them will bring severe condemnation:

For of him unto whom much is given much is required; and/he sins against the greater
light shall receive the greater condemnation. (D&C 82:3)

If we sit idly by, unmoved by the special knowledge ashhas been given, we are told our
state will be awful:

But wo unto him that has the law given, yea, thatdlhthe commandments of God, like
unto us, and that transgresseth them, and that waktettays of his probation, for awful is his
state. (2 Ne. 9:27)

Latter-day Saints have been directed to give he¢dethord’s commandments concerning the
laws of the land:

And now, verily | say unto you concerning the lawshd tand, it is my will that my people
should observe to do all things whatsoever | commarnd.tfi&C 98:4)

We have been told to support that law of the land wisictonstitutional and not tamper with

Therefore, 1, the Lord, justify you, and your brethrémmy church, in befriending that law
which is the constitutional law of the land; and aggiemng to law of man, whatsoever is more
or less than this, cometh of evil. (D&C 98:6-7)

We have been advised to diligently seek for honastvése men for our political leaders:

Nevertheless, when the wicked rule the people mourn. &lrerhonest men and wise men
should be sought for diligently, and good men and wise meshygeld observe to uphold;
otherwise whatsoever is less than these cometilof@&C 98:9-10)

The Lord’s commandments to us concerning our respdtiegito preserve the government
which He caused to be established are just as bindiagyasther commandments of the gospel. It
was necessary for the Lord to establish a governwmiefteedom before He could restore His
Church to the earth and establish it in this landN€321:4) Is it not equally necessary to preserve
that government so that His Church may remain leepetform its mission?

Immediately following the Lord’s instructions in Sien 98 to observe His commandments
concerning the laws of the land, support the Congiitutand seek wise political leaders, we find
this admonition:



And | give unto you a commandment,...that ye shall liveebgry word which proceedeth
forth out of the mouth of God. (D&C 98:11)

It is entirely possible that the Lord is here pointedtminding us that His instructions
concerning the laws of the land are also a partisfwérds, and they are not to be overlooked.
Who can deny that Latter-day Saints need this ming®? How many of us are forming our
political convictions by studying the scriptures? Howngnaf us are even aware that the Lord has
given extensive instructions regarding government?

On the other hand how many of us are getting our feedibout government from books,
magazines, newspapers, etc., written by men of thielwath little or no regard to what the Lord
has said? Do we know the penalty for hearkeningh¢oprecepts of men? Note these words of
Nephi taken from his prophecies regarding the dayiseoGentiles:

...they have all gone astray save it be a few, whotlaeehumble followers of Christ;
nevertheless, they are led, that in many instanoeg do err because they are taught by the
precepts of men.

Cursed is he that putteth his trust in man, or makesh fiés arm, or shall hearken unto the
precepts of men, save their precepts shall be givehebgdwer of the Holy Ghost. (2 Ne. 28:14,
31)

Before we can obey God’'s commandments regardintatte of the land we must know what
those commandments are. This means we must searsbrtptures. We must read them with the
desire of finding the correct answers. We mustttesphilosophies of men by the revealed word of
God or, according to Nephi, we will be cursed.

Not only must we study the scriptures, but as times amdlittons change necessitating
additional revelations, we must give heed when tirel Ispeaks through His living Mouthpiece.

One of the clearest and most recent admonitiormaioprophet was given to the Priesthood of
the Church at General Conference on April 9, 1966. IStasesment concerning the position of the
Church on Communism, president McKay was quite speabout our failings and our
responsibilities. He told us we are a sleeping and apatpeople. He spoke of the alarming
conditions that are rapidly advancing about us. Heweaged us to study the Constitution and to
become informed on the subject of Communism so thattaudd better appreciate what is
happening and know what (we) can do about it. He destCommunism as the greatest satanical
threat on earth, and told us that if we, as Churcmimees and American citizens, lent aid,
encouragement, or sympathy to any of these falsesppitoes they would prove snares to our feet.



JOHN TAYLOR

| was speaking, a while ago, about the people there being divided into thsses|One of
them you may call infidel, under the head of socialism, fourierism, ewera other isms.
Communism is a specimen of the same thidohn Taylor Journal of Discoursesyol. 1, p.
23, August 22, 1852)

HEBERJ. GRANT

...this we feel we can definitely say, that unless the peoplmefi¢a forsake the sins and
the errors, political and otherwise, of which they are now guilty anarmeto the practice of the
great fundamental principles of Christianity, and of Constitutional governrtiesre will be no
exaltation for them spiritually, and politically we shall lose our ltgeand free institutions.

We believe that our real threat comes from within and not from withodtjt comes from
the underlying spirit common to Naziism, Fascism, and Communism, ndaheelspirit which
would array class against class, which would set up a socialistic sta@nté sort, which would
rob the people of the liberties which we possess under the Constiauttbmould set up such a
reign of terror as exists now in many parts of Europe....

Faithfully yours, /s/ Heber J. Grant, J. Reuben Clark, Jr., Ba@. McKay. (First
Presidency letter to U.S. Treasury, September 30, 1941)

GEORGEALBERTSMITH

As one man said to me, “Why not try what Russia has tried and what Gehastyed?”
And my answer to him was, “Why try something that has already failedh&Vimwpld on to what
the Lord has given?” (The Teachings of George Albert SiBibkcraft, Salt Lake City, [1996],
p. 171)



CHAPTERXII

SUMMARY

The words of the prophets, ancient and modern, seé&anve left us with these alternatives: As
a nation we face temporal and spiritual destruction camtivity unless we repent and serve the
God of this land, cleanse our governments of thoaetiges of Communism we have adopted, and
return to the God-given principles of freedom estabtishy our Founding Fathers. (1 Ne. 14:7;
Ether 2:9-12; Ether 8:22-24) As a Church we have been placed cotlemnation and it appears
that we will lose those blessings and PriesthooddPownfinitely more valuable than any earthly
sacrifice, unless we heed the words of the prophetspletely reject the Satan-inspired philosophy
of exercising unrighteous dominion through governmentl sacrifice our time, means, and life, if
necessary, to preserve the freedoms and the relgamh has given us. (D&C 84:54-59; D&C
121:34, 40)

In the early days of our Church, many Saints gave ep fhends and loved ones, their
possessions, and even their lives that the gospéit megnain upon the earth. The Church was
forced to flee into the wilderness to escape ttengd religious bigotry and hate directed against it.

Politically inspired hatred and bigotry can be equadlyintense. The time foreseen by Nephi (I
Ne. 14:12-13) when the Lamb of God would stand alone agam®lother of Abominations may
now be at hand. Satan’s form of Government, Commuyrasith those political systems which lead
to it—Welfare Statism and Socialism—have now spreaer diie earth. A period of bitter
persecution against those who resist these movernseotdy to be expected. The Prophet Joseph
Smith has written:

...the destinies of all people are in the hands of a jod &1d He will do no injustice to any
one; and this one thing is sure, that they who wilk Igodly in Christ Jesus, shall suffer
persecution; and before their robes are made whiteeiblood of the Lamb, it is to be expected,
according to John the Revelator, they will pass thrayrgiat tribulation. listory of the Church
Vol. 1, p. 449)

President McKay has issued a call to the Saintsatifice on behalf of their religious,
political, and economic freedoms which are threatdoe welfare state practices. Consider his
words carefully:

No greater immediate responsibility rests upon membettseoChurch, upon all citizens of
this Republic and of neighboring Republics, than to protieet freedom vouchsafed by the
Constitution of the United States.

Let us, by exercising our privileges under the Constitution—

(1) Preserve our right to worship God according to thetdistof our conscience.

(2) Preserve the right to work when and where we oost No free man should be
compelled to pay tribute in order to realize this God4yipavilege.

Read in the Doctrine and Covenants this statement:
...it is not right that any man should be in bondage oramtther. (D&C 101:79)

(3) Feel free to plant and to reap without the handicdi@aucratic interference.

(4) Devote our time, means, and life if necessaryhdid inviolate those laws which will
secure to each individual the free exercise of consejehe right and control of property, and
the protection of life. (David O. McKa8tatements on Communism and the Constitution of
the United State<,966, pp. 11-12)



Perhaps never before in the history of the worldthase been a greater need and a greater
opportunity for fighting the battle of freedom. The wea with which this battle must be fought
and won—the truth—is in our hands. God has placedrietliée has also provided us with many
miraculous devices for wielding this weapon. We havew disposal a marvelous variety of
communication facilities.

Every Latter-day Saint should thoroughly understaedfdict that Satan’s great weapon today
is political in nature. The religion which he is efigely espousing is the destruction of free agency
by destroying the right and control of property; itabbery by government. We should know from
what our prophets have told us that Communism, Sociaasich Welfare Statism are each a part
of this satanic doctrine.

Knowing these vital truths, we have an immense agdnirresponsibility to share this God-
given knowledge with others and to use every meaadadle to combat Satan’s plan for our
destruction as a Nation and as a Church.

Should we not assume our immediate responsibility? Shealadot give of our time and
means, and speak out while this course remains op@&s?dShall we wait until it becomes
necessary to sacrifice our lives for the preservatioineedom, as our prophet has indicated may
become necessary?

The Book of Mormon prophets have been very plain Imgeus that the same threat we face
today caused their extinction. Satan induced them ¢otlsir governments as a tool of self-
destruction. The Secret Combinations and Gadiantobb&e had the same objective as
Communism does today: to seize control of governraadtthen use it to rob, to murder, and to
enslave.

The voices from the dust are pleading with us noepeat the tragic history of their people.
You and | are to face those men at the judgment b&odfwhere their words will condemn us if
we fail to heed their warnings. Listen and you cearlthem speaking to you:

And now, beloved brethren, all those who are of thesh of Israel, and all ye ends of the
earth, | speak unto you as the voice of one crying filoendust: Farewell until that great day
shall come.

And you that will not partake of the goodness of God, asgect the words of the Jews, and
also my words, and the words which shall proceed fanthobthe mouth of the Lamb of God,
behold, I bid you an everlasting farewell, for thesedsshall condemn you at the last day.

For what | seal on earth, shall be brought againstaydhe judgment bar; for thus hath the
Lord commanded me, and | must obey. Amen. (2 Ne. 33:13-15)

And now | speak unto all the ends of the earth for ithe speedily cometh that I lie not, for
ye shall see me at the bar of God; and the Lord Gddsesl unto you: Did | not declare my
words unto you, which were written by this man, likeoag crying from the dead, yea, even as
one speaking out of the dust? (Mor. 10:24, 27)



PRESIDENTTHOMASS. MONSON

Of all the individuals 'know, who would like to be here today, it would be Ezra Taft
Benson, the Prophet of the Lord, and the President of the Church. Fogved WVerlan
Andersen, and he loves all of us....

As | describe my friend Verlan, | would like to say that he waaraahintegrity. When he
knew he was right, he followed it. There was no discussion. Themowamptation....

Verlan Andersen never endorsed that with which he did not agree, for hedwarie able
to defend his position, and his position was always on the side of the Lord.

He truly was a man of integrity....

(President Thomas S. Monson, speaking at the funeral of Elder H. Verlarsémdéuly 20,
1992)



APPENDIXI

LETTERS

Daddy received a lot of calls and letters from peaph® love President Benson, who are
concerned about our freedom, and wanted to know Wbgtshould do. Below is a copy of a letter
he sent to one such person, five months before had{fpdad on July 16, 1992.

I am in receipt of your recent letter regarding my bddke Great and Abominable Church
of the Deviland | do hope | can help you solve the problems you fioee as you say in your
letter, you already believed the things written in Hoek before you read it, the philosophy
expressed therein did not cause a turmoil in your own nttodvever as | understand it, by
voicing those beliefs, you have encountered some oppo$itim others.

It probably will not surprise you to learn that the idiffties you are experiencing are quite
common among politically conservative Church membé&esthaps some of the discourses
delivered by our prophets will help explain why.

In the April, 1966 general conference of the Church, BeasiDavid O. McKay who was
then the prophet, issued a statement entifieitatement Concerning the Position of The Church
of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints on Communj€ompiler note: See Appendix Ill] You
probably are quite familiar with that pronouncementth? time it was issued, | was teaching at
the Brigham Young University and discovered to my constigon that the statement caused
considerable contention among those | associated with.

In the October, 1967 General Conference, President Mct&gming to sense the discord,
delivered another address entitled, Plea for Unity. In that talk he again condemned
communism and charged that those subscribing to its pphigswvere causing contention both in
this nation and others. He asked that members whownaigle to solve their problems on a local
level, to appeal to the brethren in Salt Lake who wgild the needed help.

President McKay waited another eighteen months and ithethe April, 1969 General
Conference, he repeated some of the things he hadgaitsicommunism three years earlier,
but suggested that those fighting communism should not dom sudh a way as to cause
contention. It is my suggestion to you that you obthisé three addresses by President McKay,
study them carefully and prayerfully, and then followdudsice.

You apparently have become aware that it is virtuathpassible to discuss either
communism, socialism or welfare statism in Churchtinge without causing contention. For
this reason we do not now hear much from the pulpihesd subjects as was formerly the case.
This does not mean however that we should not study alted & stand on these matters as
President McKay advised in 1966 when he said:

We therefore commend and encourage every person and gmuarg who is
sincerely seeking to study Constitutional principles andkaw a sleeping and apathetic
people to the alarming conditions that are rapidly advanebout us. (David O.
McKay, Conference Reporfpril 1966, p. 109)

We should still follow that advice, provided we do so withcausing discord. As you are
doubtless aware, our living prophet has perhaps been ngarewsly outspoken on these matters
than anyone and he has never indicated that he hagagh&is mind. On the other hand he has
continued to admonish us to read the Book of Mormon am@reeof secret combinations. No
prophet has ever advised that we ignore the warningoodrlexpressed to us Gentiles in Ether
8, nor can this be done without rejecting the Book ofrivimn.

The prophecies of Nephi contained in 2 Ne. 27 through 2 N&.s&kEm to explain what is
now happening in the Church. Since these chapters aranatigins of Isaiah’s writings which
the Lord has admonished us to search diligently, (3 Ne. 2Bthey should be very meaningful
to us today.



But even though we can no longer publicly discuss whatider@sMcKay has callethe
greatest satanical threat to peace, prosperity, and the spread of God'sawmnkg men which
exists on the face of the eartiye can educate ourselves, our families, and our close
friends....and | hope that the Lord will continue to blgms as you try to follow the prophets and
stand up for that which they stand for. (Daddy’s letbet member, 2/20/1992)



THE CHURCH OF JESUS CHRIST OF LATTER-DAY SAINTS
47 EAST SOUTH TEMPLE STREET
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84I50

EZRA TAFT BENSON July 28, 1976

Dear Verlan,

I acknowledge with appreciation your letter of July 24 regarding the two
pieces of legislation which you and your associates are supporting. I
am very pleased to note that you feel that what you are proposing is
supported strongly by the Book of Mormon. I am a great believer in the
Book of Mormon and feel strongly that it was written for our day and time.
I have said to many people that a person will come to be better informed
regarding what's happening in the world today by reading the Book of
Mormon than all the magazines and newspapers combined. My great
concern is whether we have time enough through the legislative route
and the great lack of support for sound principles to get the job done,
because of the rate at which the subversive program is closing in on
us.

I have just listened to two tapes of the Alan Stang Report. I don't know
if you've heard of these, Verlan. This is a new service of the JBS and

I understand some 150 stations are carrying the program now. It runs

5 minutes per day for five days of the week, all of which are on one
cassette tape. The program is sponsored and purchased by business
firms. KSL is running it on time purchased and the service purchased

by Larson Ford and I understand it plays every day at 1:30 p.m., Monday
through Friday. You may want to write to Alan Stang, Belmont, Mass.,
02178 and ask them to send you a sample copy or their promotion tape.

It may be you could get it on a Provo station or it may be that a group

of you could join together and get it for your own personal use. I believe
Reid Bankhead and some of the others might join with you, including Cleon
Skousen, with whom I discussed the matter in the hope that he might find
use for it. They are sending a copy to me weekly complimentary. It's
really news behind the news and is a job well done and most timely.

With warm regards.

Sincerely,

Ezra Taft Benson

H. Verlan Andersen
1155 East 930 North
Provo, Utah 84601



Behold, there are many called, but few are chosen. And why are
they not chosen?
—D&C 121:34



APPENDIXII

Do You KNOWWHY
MANYARE CALLED
BuT FEWARE CHOSEN?

The following questions and answers relate to sdrtfeedopics treated in the boddany Are
Called But Few Are Chosewritten by Elder H. Verlan Andersen.

Question: What is the most important revelation ever received?

Answer: According to David O. McKay, Section 121 o thoctrine and Covenants is “the
greatest revelation that God has ever given to'man.

Question: What does D&C 121 contain which entitles it to this positionesépiinence
in which our prophet has placed it?

Answer: Among other things it discusses the conttia man must comply with in order to
exercise the power of the priesthood in the hereaftealso enumerates certain faults and
weaknesses which will cause one to forfeit his Faesd.

Question: What are these faults and weaknesses?

Answer: While several are mentioned, the revelaiioiicates that there is one fatal weakness
which is so common among men that because therdgfadifiew” of the “many” ordained to the
Priesthood in this life will be permitted to retatinn the next. Verse 37 says:

...when we undertake to...exercise control or dominion or casigpulupon the souls of the

children of men, in any degree of unrighteousness,...Amehetgriesthood or the authority of
that man.

Then verses 39 and 40 contain this terrible tragic truth:

...it is the nature and disposition of almost all mens@m as they get a little authority, as
they suppose, they will immediately begin to exercisegirieious dominion. Hence many are
called but few are chosen.

Question: If almost all of us are going to lose our priesthood because wdakel&o
exercise control or dominion or compulsion,” unrighteously, what is ihreedoing
which condemns us?

Answer: There are only four situations where forceampulsion is intentionally used by one
person upon another. They are:
1. When one commits or resists a criminal act.
2. When parents discipline children.
3. In sports, play or athletic contests.
4. Through the agency of government.

While each person must examine his own life to determiherein he might be using force
against his fellow man for improper purposes, the falgncomments should help pinpoint the
real problem.



1. Relatively few men are involved in crimes ofleice and therefore it is unlikely that
this is the activity which condemns the majority.

2. While a person might be a brute in his own homepuld seem that parental affection
would be strong enough to rule out this possibility in ncases.

3. Since those who engage in sporting or athletictsvén so voluntarily and therefore
consent to the force used, this activity would not lilaglalify as unrighteous dominion.

4. This leaves government as the force most likélysed. The following questions
consider why this might be so.

Question: Is government an instrument of force @mpulsion?

Answer: (a) The only means by which government aarisaby using force and the threat of
force. It can act legally only in accordance witttas authorizing the act; but every law either
commands or forbids certain human conduct and in eask the law contains a penalty which
directs the officers of government to take eitter life, liberty, or property of any who disobey.
This is the very essence of compulsion.

(b) Every person should clearly understand this fundeh&arct about government: The only
reason we ever adopt a law is to compel those peopibep it who would not do so unless
threatened with a loss of life, liberty, or property.

(c) Government has an exclusive monopoly on the uséorek in that it is the only
organization legally authorized to compel people agaimsr will. Unless we desire to use force,
we do not use government. If we want only voluntaogperation, we use a church, a club, a
lodge, or some other non-compulsory organization. drthg ones who join such groups are those
who want to. The only ones who pay dues and obeyuthe are those who do so of their own free
will and choice. It is only when we want to compabse people to join, pay dues, and obey the
rules who would not do so unless threatened with palysiolence, that we resort to the use of
government and law.

Question: Am |, as an individual, morally responsible for the force bgady
government?

Answer: (a) In a nation of self-governing people sastours, there is no other place to rest the
blame for what government does, except on the indavidtizen.

(b) While the officers of government must bear thair §hare of the blame for what they do as
officers, in the final analysis they are merely #gents or servants of the voters. As long as they
are carrying out our wishes, we are just as resporfsibtae force they use as if we were using it
ourselves, we are the ones who have the power tb ahecdefeat. We are the ones who pass
judgment on candidates, platforms, and issues.

(c) LDS scriptures indicate that the individual is@etable to God for his actions in the field
of government: “WE BELIEVE THAT GOVERNMENTS WERE BIITUTED OF GOD FOR
THE BENEFIT OF MAN; AND THAT HE HOLDS MEN ACCOUNTABE FOR THEIR
ACTS IN RELATION TO THEM, BOTH IN MAKING LAWS AND ADMINISTERING
THEM, FOR THE GOOD AND SAFETY OF SOCIETY,” D&C 134:1

Question: Assuming that God holds us accountable for any force used by our gowernme
of which we approve, islitreasonable to believe that “almost all men” might be losing
their priesthood by abusing this power which God has placed in our hands?

Answer: There are literally thousands of laws on lhloghstate and federal level for the citizen

to pass judgment on. It seems very likely that “ainad of us would support some laws which
would constitute unrighteous dominion unless we werg wareful. This seems especially true in



view of the fact that “it is the nature and dispasitof almost all men” to abuse any power given
them.

Question: is not the Lord expecting too much in requiring us to distinguilsiprcision
between those laws which preserve freedom and those which destroy it?

Answer: It is no more difficult to distinguish betwegood and bad “group action” than to
distinguish between good and bad individual action bec#hes test is the same in both cases.
D&C 134:4, 5 tell us that the civil magistrate should nexelate freedom of conscience. This is
an application of the Golden Rule which we use to judd®idual action. It provides, in effect,
that we should never favor a law which would takemfranother any freedom which we would
desire for ourselves. Since every person loves Be&d&m and knows exactly what will injure or
destroy it, this knowledge enables him to know eyagtiat he should not do to his neighbor either
through government or otherwise. In applying the “@nl&Rule” test we might ask ourselves such
guestions as these: 1. Remembering that | am indilydaledountable for the force used under any
law which | favor, would it violate my conscience eénact this law myself and then personally
punish my neighbors if they disobeyed it? 2. If | hadated this law, would my conscience tell me
| had done evil? 3. Remembering that every law eitioenpels or restrains a person against his
will, 1 should place myself in the position of the amainst whom the law will be enforced and ask
if 1 would consider it fair to have my own freedorhaztion restrained in the manner required by
the law.

Question: why would the Lord deprive a man of his priesthood because qidhieal
beliefs and practices?

Answer: Because when we abandon the principles ofdneedntained in the Constitution, we
reject Christ’s plan to preserve freedom (D&C 101:77, 7&), substitute in place thereof Satan’s
plan to destroy freedom. It will be recalled thattie pre-earth life, Satan proposed a plan of
compulsion to destroy the agency of man on this editle Lord divided us up on the basis of
whether we accepted or rejected that plan. Howewnee salmost all of us who rejected that plan
are still inclined to exercise unrighteous dominiorewtyiven the opportunity, it was necessary
that Satan be allowed to continue to tempt us to adchpte in order that we might completely
overcome this weakness. D&C Sec. 121 tells us that ihhe end of this life, we are still inclined
to use Satan’s methods, the Lord will not be ablentoust us with His Priesthood power in the
hereafter.

Question: what is Satan’s plan to destroy the agency of man on this earth?

Answer: While Satan is continually tempting us to cathammes and thus destroy freedom on
an individual basis, his master plan is to induce ussegovernment, the supreme physical force
in society, for this purpose. Each time Christ esthbfisan organization here on earth, Satan tries
to control it for his own purposes. Time after timehas induced men to corrupt, not only Christ’s
Church, but also Christ’s form of government. Accagdio the scriptures, Satan’s great objective
is to seize control of government through secrettbaoations. This is the greatest wickedness of all
in the sight of God. (Ether 8:18; 3 Ne. 9:9) In our day, prophet has told us that this secret
combination is known as Communism. He has callethé& greatest satanical threat...on the face
of the earth,” and has stated that the “entire ephcand philosophy of Communism is
diametrically opposed to everything for which the @hustands,” He has also told us that if we
lend aid, encouragement or sympathy to any of trese philosophies, they will prove snares to
our feet. Era, June, 1966, pp. 477, 580) The Book of Mormon prophets predicedhte same



satanic threat which destroyed them would come amsngnd they advised us to awaken to a
sense of our awful situation when this happened. (Bt2di) Since communism is completely evil,
one must conclude that if he accepts any part of #teng plan to destroy freedom he is to this
same extent exercising unrighteous dominion throughrgment and is thereby disqualifying
himself to exercise his priesthood in the next life.wll be one of the “many” who was called but
not chosen. Probably the most accurate statementaf’S@rogram to corrupt the Lord’s form of
government and establish Communism in place thereaforgained in the “COMMUNIST
MANIFESTO.” It expresses the central aim of Communisrthese words: “...the theory of the
Communists may be summed up in the single sentenceti@boli private property.” Thus while
the Lord would use the police power to protect the raghgrivate property, Satan would corrupt
government and use it to destroy this same righttwisi the basis of individual freedom. His plan
to corrupt is also found in the MANIFESTO and constdta 10-point political platform which, if
adopted, will completely destroy private property. Thesepoints are as follows:

1. Abolition of property in land and application of alhtg of land to public purposes.

2. A heavy progressive or graduated income tax.

3. Abolition of all right of inheritance.

4. Confiscation of the property of all emigrants anceleb

5. Centralization of credit in the hands of the stataneans of a national bank with state
capital and an exclusive monopoly.

6. Centralization of the means of communication aadgport in the hands of the state.

7. Extension of factories and instruments of productionaalby the state; the bringing into
cultivation of waste lands, and the improvement of $b# generally in accordance with a
common plan.

8. Equal obligation of all to work. Establishment of inad armies, especially for
agriculture.

9. Combination of agriculture with manufacturing industrigeadual abolition of the
distinction between town and country by a more equalsteilolition of the population over the
country.

10. Free education for all children in public schools. ldlea of child factory labor in its
present form. Combination of education with industriadoiction, etc.



APPENDIXIII

STATEMENTBY
PRESIDENTDAVID O. McKAY
PRESIDENTEZRATAFT BENSON
PRESIDENTGORDONB. HINCKLEY

President David O. McKay
LDS, Communism, Study Groups

Statement concerning the position of the Church am@anism, made by President David 0.
McKay at the general priesthood session of the 136ttu&lnConference of the Church held in the
Salt Lake Tabernacle, Saturday, April 9, 1966, at 7:00 p.ad, lvg Robert R. McKay.

In order that there may be no misunderstandings byopssistake presidents, and others
regarding members of the Church participating in norethuneetings to study and become
informed on the Constitution of the United Statesm@iunism, etc., | wish to make the following
statements that | have been sending out from myeoffic some time and that have come under
guestion by some stake authorities, bishoprics, andsothe

Church members are at perfect liberty to act accortdirigeir own consciences in the matter
of safeguarding our way of life. They are, of counseoeraged to honor the highest standards of
the gospel and to work to preserve their own freeddrhsy are free to participate in nonchurch
meetings that are held to warn people of the thre@bmmunism or any other theory or principle
that will deprive us of our free agency or individubetties vouchsafed by the Constitution of the
United States.

The Church, out of respect for the rights of all itsnmbers to have their political views and
loyalties, must maintain the strictest possible neutrality. We have no intention of trying to
interfere with the fullest and freest exercise of ploditical franchise of our members under and
within our Constitution, which the Lord declared Istablished ‘by the hands of wise men whom
[he] raised up unto this very purpose’ (D&C 101:80) and whashto the principles thereof, the
Prophet Joseph Smith, dedicating the Kirtland Temmlayed should be ‘established forever.’
(D&C 109:54) The Church does not yield any of its devotmor convictions about safeguarding
the American principles and the establishments ofrgovent under federal and state constitutions
and the civil rights of men safeguarded by these.

The position of this Church on the subject of Commurhss never changed. We consider it
the greatest satanical threat to peace, prosperitythenspread of God’'s work among men that
exists on the face of the earth.

In this connection, we are continually being askedjit@ our opinion concerning various
patriotic groups or individuals who are fighting Comnsumiand speaking up for freedom. Our
immediate concern, however, is not with parties,ugsp or persons, but with principles. We
therefore commend and encourage every person andgreep who is sincerely seeking to study
Constitutional principles and awaken a sleeping andhapatpeople to the alarming conditions
that are rapidly advancing about us. We wish all of atizens throughout the land were
participating in some type of organized self-educatioorder that they could better appreciate
what is happening and know what they can do about it.



Supporting the FBI, the police, the congressional cétees investigating Communism, and
various organizations that are attempting to awakenpeople through educational means is a
policy we warmly endorse for all our people.

The entire concept and philosophy of Communism is didgca#ly opposed to everything for
which the Church stands—nbelief in Deity, belief in thgnity and eternal nature of man, and the
application of the gospel to efforts for peace in tloeldv Communism is militantly atheistic and is
committed to the destruction of faith wherever ityrba found.

The Russian Commissar of Education wrote: ‘We mu# Ghristians and Christianity. Even
the best of them must be considered our worst ene@iasstian love is an obstacle to the
development of the revolution. Down with love for @neeighbor. What we want is hate. Only
then shall we conquer the universe.’

On the other hand, the gospel teaches the existéidedoas our Eternal and Heavenly Father
and declares: ‘...him only shalt thou serve.” (M4t1.0)

Communism debases the individual and makes him thavedstool of the state, to which he
must look for sustenance and religion. Communismagsinan’s God-given free agency.

No member of this Church can be true to his faith,aaor any American be loyal to his trust,
while lending aid, encouragement, or sympathy to @rese false philosophies; for if he does,
they will prove snares to his feet.

President Ezra Taft Benson
The Book of Mormon

I have noted within the Church a difference in disoent, insight, conviction, and spirit
between those who know and love the Book of Mormmahthose who do not. That Book is a great
sifter. Ensign December 1988, p. 4)

The Book of Mormon brings men to Christ through twsibaneans. First, it tells in a plain
manner of Christ and His gospel. It testifies of #iignity and of the necessity for a Redeemer and
the need of our putting trust in Him....Second, the Bddiarmon exposes the enemies of Christ.
It confounds false doctrines and lays down content{fSee 2 Ne. 3:12) It fortifies the humble
followers of Christ against the evil designs, sigis, and doctrines of the devil in our day. The
type of apostates in the Book of Mormon are simiathie type we have today. God, with His
infinite foreknowledge, so molded the Book of Momrthat we might see the error and know how
to combat false educational, political, religious, gmilosophic concepts of our timeEr{sign
January 1988, p. 3)

Two great American Christian civilizations—the Jatesiand the Nephites—were swept off
this land because they did not ‘serve the God ofathé, who is Jesus Christ’ (Ether 2:12.) What
will become of our civilization?Ensign November 1987, p. 7)

The Constitution

...we as a nation have apostatized in various degress different Constitutional principles
as proclaimed by the inspired founders. We are fast appir@ that moment prophesied by
Joseph Smith when he said: ‘Even this nation wilbbéhe very verge of crumbling to pieces and
tumbling to the ground, and when the Constitution is uperbrink of ruin, this people will be the
staff upon which the nation shall lean, and theyldbedr the Constitution away from the very
verge of destruction.’...How then can we best befriemdGlonstitution in this critical hour and
secure the blessings of liberty and ensure the prateatid guidance of our Father in heaven?
First and foremost, we must be righteolsgign November 1987, p. 6)



...basic to our understanding of the Constitution is ¢foaernments should have only limited
powers....It cannot claim the power to redistribute moaeyproperty nor to force reluctant
citizens to perform acts of charity against theit. W/Ensign September 1987, p. 8)

Secret Combinations

Our nation will continue to degenerate unless we seatiheed the words of the God of this
land, Jesus Christ, and quit building up and upholdingeseombinations,..Ensign July 1988,

p. 80)

| testify that wickedness is rapidly expanding in g\&@gment of our society. (See D&C 1:14-
16; 84:49-53) It is more highly organized, more clevergdised, and more powerfully promoted
than ever before. Secret combinations lusting for pogen, and glory are flourishing. A secret
combination that seeks to overthrow the freedomlldaiads, nations, and countries is increasing
its evil influence and control over America and tmire world. [See Ether 8:18-25Fr{sign
November 1988, p. 87)

The record of the Nephite history just prior to thei&as visit reveals many parallels to our
own day as we anticipate the Savior's second corniihg. Nephite civilization had reached great
heights. They were prosperous and industrious. Theybhdtdmany cities with great highways
connecting them. They engaged in shipping and trEdey built temples and palaces. But, as so
often happens, the people rejected the Lord. Pride leaammonplace. Dishonesty and
immorality were widespread. Secret combinations fihed because, as Helaman tells us, the
Gadianton robbers ‘had seduced the more part of thieags until they had come down to believe
in their works and partake of their spoils’ (Hel. 6:38)he people began to be distinguished by
ranks, according to their riches and their charioedearning’ (3 Nephi 6:12). And ‘Satan had
great power, unto the stirring up of the people to danalner of iniquity, and to the puffing them
up with pride, tempting them to seek for power, and aifyhand riches, and the vain things of
the world,” even as today (v. 15).

Mormon noted that the Nephites ‘did not sin igndsganfor they knew the will of God
concerning them’ (v. 18)Ensign May 1987, p. 4)

Socialism

Now, we have not been using the Book of Mormon asiveelld. Our homes are not as strong
unless we are using it to bring our children to Chi@air families may be corrupted by worldly
trends and teachings unless we know how to use the tboexpose and combat falsehoods in
socialism, rationalism, etc.... The situation in wald will continue to degenerate unless we read
and heed the words of God and quit building up and upiwplsiecret combinations, which the
Book of Mormon tells us proved the downfall of antiemilizations. Ensign January 1988, p. 5)

We cannot afford to minimize the threat of socialis America. We must be on guard against
unsound theories and programs which strike at the r@oy of all we hold dear.... Today’s
Socialists ... are using the federal governmenedistribute wealth in our society not as a matter
of voluntary charity, but as a so-called matter ohtrig Yes, we have traveled a long way down
the soul-destroying road of socialism.... Men .ceasded to high political offices by promising
what was not theirs to give, and citizens votedntirgo office in hopes of receiving what they had
not earned. | fear for the future when | realize that once-free institutions-political, economic,
educational, and social-have been drifting into #weds of those who favor the welfare state, and
who would ‘centralize all power in the hands of thditipal apparatus in Washington. This
enhancement of political power at the expense of ihdali rights, so often disguised as
‘democracy’ or ‘freedom’ or ‘civil rights,” is ‘saalism,” no matter what name tag it bears.’
(Teachings 1988, p. 692-693)



President Gordon B. Hinckley

I am confident that it was out of what he saw, thiebiruit of dictatorship that he developed
his strong feelings, almost hatred for communism solalism. That distaste grew through the
years as he witnessed the heavy handed oppressi@guieidng of the peoples of eastern europe
under what he repeatedly described as godless commuitiese experiences further strengthened
his love for the land of his birth....

He never got over his boyhood love for freedom. Bati grew within him, nurtured by what
he saw of oppression in other lands, and by what heragdagfirst hand of a growing dominance of
government in this land over the lives of the ped@@rdon B. Hinckley, Talk given at the funeral
of Ezra Taft Benson, June 4, 1994)

Members Urged to be ‘Full Participants in Community
and Governmental Affairs’

In a letter to General Authorities and local leadarghe United States, the First Presidency
encouraged members of the Church to be “full participamtpolitical, governmental and
community affairs.” The letter, dated Jan. 15, wasetoead in sacrament meetings.

The full text of the letter follows:

We wish to reiterate the divine counsel that membghsuld be anxiously engaged in a
good cause, and do many things of their own free will, laring to pass much righteousness,”
while using gospel principles as a guide and while cooperatiitiy other like-minded
individuals. (D&C 58:27.)

Through such wise participation as citizens, we are thehetter compliance with this
scripture:

“Governments were instituted of God for the benefitnehn; and that he holds men
accountable for their acts in relation to them.” (©&34:1.)

Therefore, as in the past, we urge members of the GHarioe full participants in political,
governmental, and community affairs. Members of therC are under special obligations to
seek out and then uphold those leaders who are “wise,t;gand “honest.” (See D&C 98:10.)

Thus, we strongly urge men and women to be willing teesen school boards, city and
county councils and commissions, state legislatures,otmat high offices of either election or
appointment, including involvement in the political pastyheir choice.

While the Church does not endorse political candidatesfopins, or parties, members are
counseled to study the candidates carefully and vote fmetindividuals they believe will act
with integrity and in ways conducive to good communitiesl @good government. Hence,
political candidates are asked not to imply that theirdadacy is endorsed by the Church or its
leaders.

As always, Church facilities may not be used for pgditpurposes, nor Church directories or
mailing lists.

Sincerely yours,
The First Presidency

(Deseret NewsSaturday, February 7, 1998)
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APPENDIXIV

GRAPHS ANOCHARTS
SOCIALISM ANDYOUR EIGHT-HOURWORK DAY

In spite of the typical americans annual pay incressdsetter educated work force and the
constantly improving ratios of capital to labor, tmecaint of time we spend paying our taxes each
year expands.

The pie graph divides up your eight hour work day ineammount of time you spend working
for your primary expenditures. As socialism expands, dvermment decides how much you will
spend on old age assistance of currently retired peomlecides how much you will spend on the
medical bills of current retirees. It decides how matlyour income will go for education of the
masses, whether you have children or not. It detidesmuch you will spend on the welfare needs
of others. It decides how much of your income will fgo licensing and regulating your fellow
man. It decides how much of your income is going teent to clothe, feed and house the less
fortunate. Your personal stewardship shrinks as thergowent expands.

Of course, there are always those who will do extiyemell financially. Those will be held up
as proof of the ability to break out of the pack. Howgetlee vast majority, to even survive will
find themselves trying to get back in the form of/fggmment subsidies, some of the money the
government has taken from them.

Government loans for homes will be pursued. Governrf@arns for businesses will be
pursued. Government grants and loans for childrenlfegeo educations will be pursued.
Government subsidized medical assistance, school ,luamticulture subsidies, retirement and
government guaranteed pricing and protection will eglkbafter. When they are finished they can
honestly say they have “...seduced the more part ofighéeous until they had come down to
believe in their works and partake of their spoilsiélaman 6:38) When the socialist is finished he
can truly say he has caused almost all mormons kotl@oother way and try to forget Harold B.
Lee’s statement, “I warn you that government subsiiesnot the Lord’s way."Harold B. Lee,
The Teachings pp. 315)
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TAX FREEDOMDAY LOSES SOCIALISMGAINS

Your individual stewardship of your individual incomeclilges as soul-destroying, government
programs expand.

A good measure of how much freedom the citizens atan have lost is the amount of their
income taken by their government. Redistribution efith (socialism) has become the primary
purpose of government. Since 1930, city, county, statdematal taxes have averaged taking an
additional 1.27 days per year of the American citizeoeme. We now work until May 9, (1997)
to pay our taxes. Is this evil? Is it threatening toefica?

Few Americans understand or agree with Ezra Tafs@®s assessment that “Communism is
essentially socialism. Ttis Nation Shall Endure. 90)

While many Americans would fight to stop communism g@mposed from abroad, they vote
to implement its economic programs piece meal in ti& Marx would be pleased to note that the
typical American has voted to give up his personalmethrough May 9, for socialist expansion
in the U.S.

Marx, in his Communist Manifesto stated, “. . .thedty of the Communists may be summed
up in the single sentence: abolition of private propertgdividual stewardship would be
destroyed. For the majority to vote to compel albUcitizens to participate until May 9th would
please him no end. Socialism, as it spreads oveuatryp destroys personal initiative, personal
responsibility and family ties. It is not merely asbeomic program to destroy capitalism. Marx,
again in the Manifesto proposed, “abolition of the ifgfh He also stated therein,
“Communism abolishes eternal truths, it abolishes dilfjion, and all morality, . . .” President
McKay saw socialism as more than just economics.sta¢éed, “During the first half of the



twentieth century we have traveled far into the slmgtroying land of socialism. . .Gpspel
Ideals p. 273)
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SOCIALISM ANDFEDERALSPENDING
1900-1998

Over the years government has changed its purposepfatecting and preserving people and
property rights to redistributing wealth. This is sbsfa. Has any prophet ever approved of,
condoned or encouraged socialism and the expansitmesé welfare state principles? In 1967
David O. Mckay wrote a letter to the faculty of BYEncouraging them to teach the gospel in
every class. He placed special emphasis on the needdb the correct principles of the gospel
when it comes to government. He said in part,

| cannot help but think that there is a direct relatiop between the present trends which |
have above indicated, and the very marked tendency gkibyge of our country to pass on to the
state the responsibility for their moral and economéfare. This trend to a welfare state in
which people look to and worship government more thair tBed, is certain to sap the
individual ambitions and moral fiber of our youth unldssytare warned and rewarned...

| hope that no one on the faculty of Brigham Young Ursitg will advocate positions which
cannot be harmonized with the views of every proplieh® church, from the Prophet Joseph
Smith on down, concerning our belief that we shouldtteng and self-reliant individuals, not
dependent upon the largess or benefactions of governihené. of the doctrines of our Church
give any sanction to the concept of a socialistitesta



If you believe President McKay, not one single proghem Joseph Smith on down ever
crossed the line and advocated welfare state (sticipbeliefs. He sees “harmonized” teachings of
the prophets being violated. Let’'s assume Presidentayiaicorrect. The promoters of socialism
will have zero scriptural and zero prophet support whaontes time for them to justify their

rejection of their own prophets on these principles.
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SOCIALISM ANDFEDERALSPENDING
1988-1998

Throughout our history, the amount of the federal busigeht on defense has risen and fallen,
depending on wars, post war and pre-war situationgricauntry.

In 1988 27% of the federal budget was for defense. For 1998 fected defense costs
drop to 15%. When Reagan was president he wanted td spamey on defense and congress
wanted to spend money on socialism. They borrowed suigns of money to expand socialism and
defense spending.

Our current president (Clinton) wants to continue to egpsocialism and our congress wants
to balance the budget. Socialism continues to expandyyarapidly cutting defense they appear to
be making progress on balancing the budget. Americars particularly Utahns, enjoy being
seduced by the spoils of socialism. “Of the eleventévesStates, Utah recorded the heaviest tax
burden,...and fifth highest in the entire United Statés(The Utah TaxpayerAugust 1997)
Because of this seduction, the principles of the promretsiot viable campaign speeches, even in
Utah.

This brings up the next question: How is it possible toautthe various welfare-state
features of our government which have already fastemehdelves like cancer cells onto the
body politic? Isn't drastic surgery already necessaryd a&an it be performed without
endangering the patient? In answer, it is obvious thestidr measures are called for. No half-
way or compromise actions will suffice. Like all surgeitywill not be without discomforts and
perhaps even some scar tissue for a long time to dumet must be done if the patient is to be
saved, and it can be done without undue risk.

Obviously, not all welfare-state programs currenthffdrce can be dropped simultaneously
without causing tremendous economic and social upheavalmylopinion, the bulk of the
transition could be accomplished within a ten-year peri(Ezra Taft BensonThe Proper Role
of Governmentp. 16, 17)
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WORKFORCEMOTHERS
A CONSEQUENCE OBOCIALISM

In light of the statements of the prophets over teery regarding mothers working, these
national statistics on work force mothers shoulcceam all LDS. Utah’s figures are slightly worse
than these national averages.

Speaking at the dedicatory services of the monunteni®men in Nauvoo in June 1978 Ezra
Taft Benson warned,

We hear much talk—even among some of our own sisters—aballed ‘alternative life-
styles’ for women....Some have even been so bold ssggest that the Church move away from
the ‘Mormon woman stereotype’ of homemaking and readhddren. God grant that that
dangerous philosophy will never take root among our Laldgr-Saint Women!Hzra Taft
Benson, A Biographyp. 472)

Based on statistics, that “dangerous philosophy” appedrave taken root. Assuming the vast
majority of Utah women would prefer to heed the besile counsel, what driving force leads the
vast majority to not heed their counsel? Economeessty is one driving force. While economic
necessity to one is high living to another, ecoongcessity is the primary factor in the minds of
many mothers who work outside the home.

With socialism increasing its take of the averagwkers annual income, more and more
women have entered the work force to make up therdiite, and pay the taxes.

The promoters of socialism are primarily responsibtetifie number of mothers in the U.S.
and Utah coming into the work force, against thenimaus counsel of the prophets.
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DivVORCE A CONSEQUENCE OROCIALISM

Many factors come together to destroy a marriaghatWs the primary factor? President
Hinckley wrote, “I am satisfied that money is tlwotr of more trouble in marriage than all other
causes combined.Cprnerstones of a Happy Marriagg&985, p. 8)

Socialism is the primary consumer of a man’s earniAgsa man’s income annually shrinks to
fund expanding socialism, his ability to fulfill his pramy economic stewardship, the support of his
family, declines. It is not just a coincidence teapanding socialism, expanding mothers in the
workforce, and increasing divorce are parallel oenoes.

Our Prophets and Apostles have addressed the nesweifioto support their families and for
wives to let them. The fact that it is harder aadder each year has not changed the message. Paul
must have sensed this same need of men in his dayppwrt, protect and provide for their families
when he wrote,

But if any provide not for his own, and specially foogk of his own house, he hath denied
the faith, and is worse than an infidel. (1st Timothg)

...when the wicked rule the people mourn. (D&C 98:9)

Each year socialism grows. Each year fewer merthidl requirement of their stewardship.
Each year more wives experience economic necesgiBeshusbands don't fill. Each year more
wives leave their homes to enter the work forceehBgear more marriages fail because of money
troubles. These unhappy wives never know their husbapti@nother drowning victim of the
consequences of socialism. His stewardship shrinks@alism expands.

If you refer back to the graph on the eight hour way gou will note that you spend more
time on a daily basis working to pay your taxes tham go to pay for your housing, food and
transportation combined.
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INCREASINAHOUSINGCOSTS

This graph reflects rising rental rates along thesa#eh front, compared to the Consumer
Price Index along the Wasatch Front. While rentsr&i@ve grown tremendously, buying a home
has also sky rocketed. For instance, the 1998 Ecorfeeport to the Governor of Utah, prepared
by the University of Utah Bureau of Economic Reseatakes that:

The average price of the same group of existing houses hibteeased 74.4% in the 5-year period
ending September 30, 1997 (the largest 5 year increase in the natioojding to the Office of Federal
Housing Enterprise Oversight's (OFHEQO) Housing Price Indehe DFHEO price index measures the
average price in repeat sales of the same houses.

One of the “economic advantages” of having moreuwsfUtah wives in the work force than the
national average is that while our per capita incamdtah is 44th (we were 49th nationally in
1992) our median household income ranks Utah 17th highdsieination. The Bureau of the
Census estimates that there were 3.08 persons per hausekibh in 1996 compared to 2.62
persons in national households. Most recent Burealneo€Census data shows that Utah’s median
age was the youngest in the nation at 26.8 as of JUl99h. This compares to a median age of
34.6 for the nation.

Many factors go into the rising cost of housing. @h¢he major factors is the rising cost of
land. Because County Commissioners have ignored JdSepifn’'s recommendations for new
communities, building lot sizes, etc., people can't raffoomes. They are being forced into high
density housing units. Fewer people will own homess Will weaken community ties, increase
juvenile crime, etc.



JOSEPHSMITH

Wednesday, 13. | attended a lecture at the Grove, by Mr. John Finch, a@iSpéiom
England, and said a few words in reply...

Thursday, 14. | attended a second lecture on socialism, by Mr. Finch; asrdha&ftgot
through, | made a few remarks, alluding to Sidney Rigdon and Alexander Camptied] gpta
community at Kirtland, and of the big fish there eating up all the litte. | said | did not
believe the doctringJoseph SmithHistory of the Churchyol. 6, p. 33)

BRIGHAM YOUNG

We heard Brother Taylor's exposition of what is called socialismrttaming. What can
they do?

Live on each other and beg. It is a poor, unwise and very imbecile pelopleannot take
care of themselve@righam YoungJournal of Discourses/ol. 14, p. 21)



APPENDIXV

HANDLING OPPOSITION

Few men have to handle opposition which physicalhisatening to them. Most of us have
opposition which injures our pride. In going through rayhérs writings | came across several
dealing with how to handle opposition. The earliesitimgs | came across on it were so well
written he must have been carrying the thoughts iminisl for years. One brief summarization of
his writings might be the following four steps.

The first step is to believe God loves you. Secoral, te has a foreknowledge of all things.
Nobody has yet been able to surprise or trick God. THelcontrols events in our lives. Fourth,
“No matter what happens to you, either you deserve itsofor your own good.” | put that in
guotes because that was our fathers most oft repeatethstt to us.

Daddy knew God loved him, and he knew God knewhallgs. As a child he had been taught
this. In an article he wrote for “The Friend” hadsas a young boy walking along a sidewalk he
thought one time about stepping over the lines in thensilk instead of on them and hence fool
God as to where his foot was going to land. As aiked along doing this he thought how foolish
it was. He realized God had already known in adedre would try this. God would still know
where his foot was going to land.

Coming to believe the third step (God controls) soa test of faith. However, if you believe
God's prophets prophecy you have to come to this condu€ine of his favorite illustrations of
this fact is the action God took to counter Satact®n when Joseph Smith lost the Book of Lehi.

Mormon, as he was getting ready to hand his abridggiry of the Nephites to his son
Moroni, said he decided to put with his abridgmentstinall plates of Nephi. Why?

And | do this for a wise purpose; for thus it whisperet according to the workings of the

Spirit of the Lord which is me. And now, | do not knoW things; but the Lord knoweth all

things which are to come; wherefore, he worketh intando according to his will. (Words of

Mormon 7)

Christ knew Joseph Smith, in an effort to get MaHiarris’s help, would beg Him to let
Martin take the manuscript. He knew Martin would hawvarried a woman who wanted to undo
Joseph Smith. He knew Martin Harris’s wife had fdgmwho wanted to undo Joseph Smith. He
knew these evil people would think they could frustth&erestoration by altering the translation.
He knew Joseph Smith would humble himself with allrhight, when told he had to repent and
humble himself. Hence, the small plates were theke, Abraham’s ram in the thicket. Nobody
tricks God or frustrates Him.

The fourth step to properly handling opposition is to €bdmbelieve that whatever happens to
you, either you deserve it or it's for your own godte scriptural basis for this is,

Now | speak unto you concerning your families—if men sithite you, or your families,
once, and ye bear it patiently and revile not againei{ neither seek revenge, ye shall be
rewarded;

But if ye bear it not patiently, it shall be accountedo you as being meted out as a just
measure unto you. (D&C 98:23, 24)

If you read this scripture thoughtfully, you see that Gomhderstanding of what is best for us
is that if we do not bear it patiently an injustica&ijust measure.”



Believing this, Daddy felt his trials were his. Heldom talked about them. If he did it was a
“matter of fact,” as opposed to taking offense aurpj Like other men who experience opposition
and handle it properly, he realized that while hedtalndle it, others of less faith and experience
would be distraught at their perceived injustice he $w#tered. Where Daddy would see God's
hand, others would see smallness and injustice. Diaddlyto please God and His prophet. When |
did discuss his opposition | never saw anger. Onlg alict | ever see tears.

To give some background on this first illustratiorhahdling opposition, the bookhe Moral
Basis of a Free Society probably the one my father worked on more thancéimgr. He used it as
a syllabus for his business law classes at BYU. | fouack drafts, more changes, more years of
effort with this one than all his others put togett@ver the years he was continually refining it,
adding to it and honing it to answer the oppositiod @ake it as presentable as possible to college
students, many being of a more liberal philosophy thamsdif. He felt he had just the one
semester to try and align his students with the ptspeeto law and government. Because in most
instances he was the first exposure most of his stdenild have to correct principles and very
possibly the last, he felt a heavy responsibility sxkeit as clearly as possible. He used this book
the first two weeks of his class to establish thbytrof government.

He told me he often had some angry opposition frarstudents. He didn’t enjoy this part of
it, because he believed that once someone became \aitgryou your ability to teach them
anything left, because the spirit leaves the angryldadold me much of this opposition continued
until the last few years when he tried a new appradehwould ask the students to put themselves
in the position of the lawmaker. They were to wripea code of justice and determine when it was
just to compel a man with force (government), notyees®on. Only when they had to wrestle with
their own conscience were they brought to deal witlemwit is right or wrong to use government.
Only those who were already steeped in socialistadfao contemplate what the prophets believed
and taught about government. Sometimes students weeghaltoo attached to socialism because
of public education indoctrination, their own participatiin government welfare, their parents
employment, etc.

Daddy received dozens of letters over the years frany students who thanked him for what
he had done. Many said his was the only classrdwglled from their years at BYU because of his
effort to cause them to think about right and wrong.

Outside the classroom he experienced other oppositiooné point the head of the college
came to Daddy and asked him to quit teaching, “Tloedl/Basis of a Free Society.” He explained
that professors in other departments and colleges eanplaining that students would take what
Daddy had taught them and use it to argue with thewad causing contention.

Daddy was more than a little familiar with a letteresident McKay had sent to President
Wilkinson, which had been sent to all the profesabiBYU with their annual contract renewal. He
pulled that out, gave it to him, and told him thatt@nted to do exactly what the prophet wanted.
Daddy did not have to change.

Daddy used to debate professors in other BYU collegesampus when the teachers wanted
to have contrasting opinions. Many of these were tlebates, and others were filmed. Since he
died | have spent many hours going through his jourr@sespondence, letters, etc. | came
across one memo from the BYU Communications Depiclwivias filming one of these debates. It
says in part,

To allow a little margin of safety, this lecture-dissios, ‘The Role of Government in the
United States,” which will be presented to the Histbr class on January 11, should be taped
on Wednesday, January 4. The normal taping period is 3:10Qq5n., in the TV studio in the
basement,...

We have agreed, | believe, that each of you will ptegeri2-15 minute lecture, to be
followed by 15 minutes for questions. The questions caagbeed upon in advance and included



in the outline if desired. You can decide by coin-flisome rational process which should speak
first. We have agreed to avoid citation of scripture and doctrinal disputation. (Emphasis by
compiler)

| put emphasis on the last sentence to point out timag sbthe teachers who invited Daddy to
debate them in their classes attached a pre-conditidmown to the students, that he (Daddy)
could not use prophets, scripture or LDdbctrine during the debates.

To teach the principles of agency and the proper fai@wernment to non-Mormons or BYU
students who do not have living prophets or the scepttor a guide is difficult.

A year after Daddy died | was out looking at a piecproperty with a client. He had brought
along another friend, a BYU professor from one @&f ftfiore liberal departments at BYU. | asked
him if he had known my father and he said he hadnbutvell. We got into a discussion. He said
the thing which made his colleagues most unhappy wéttidi) was that they couldn’t understand
how a man of his intelligence could have thrown leifnsn with those kind of people
(conservatives) and with those kind of views.

Just before he died some friends had attempted ta hanowith a large contribution to BYU
with the suggestion that a chair be set up to honoibhinit was not done.

He served two terms in the Utah Legislature. He elasted on the Republican Party ticket.
While in the legislature he was awarded a small yaphich had engraved on it, “MR. NO.” for
having voted against more legislation than anyuméere. He believed what Washington had said
about political parties, so while he would encourage peaplaake contributions to individual
candidates his encouragement for party contributiorss lagking. He would also speak to many
groups, including American Party groups who invited hHimspeak on the proper role of
government. These activities got him into hot water

On one occasion the heads of the Republican Pargddath on the carpet to charge him with
disloyalty to the Republican Party. Before he wentdumd out “what was up,” so he took with
him a copy of the Republican Party National Platformguést 6th, 1968, Miami Beach Florida. In
going through his papers | found this platform and #&iens he had marked. While | wasn't
there, and I'm trying to recall a conversation 25rgd#ack, his markings and notes on the platform
speak for themselves. Of course, some of these men awaservative, so put yourself in their
shoes as Daddy raised these issues to them franoteiRepublican platform.

By contrast, Republican leadership in Congress has:...
Created a National Institute of Law Enforcement andn®al Justice to conduct crime
research and facilitate the expansion of police trgipirograms. (page 6)

This promotes federal funding and control of localgaollt is unconstitutional.

Enactment of legislation to control indiscriminateaigability of firearms, safeguarding the
right of responsible citizens to collect, own and usegafms for legitimate purposes, retaining
primary responsibility at the state level, with suelieral laws as necessary to better enable the
states to meet their responsibilities. (page 8)

Here we see gun control legislation and the 2nd Amentitrampled.

To help assure excellence and equality of educational opjigrtwe will urge the states to
present plans for federal assistance which would incltate slistribution of such aid to non-
public school children and include non-public school reprtegizes in the planning process.
Where state conditions prevent use of funds for non-pdalmol children, a public agency
should be designated to administer federal funds....To hekgeslland universities provide this
opportunity, we favor grant and loan programs for expandfidineir facilities. (page 9)



Here we see Federal aid to education being proposed.

The inability of the poor to cope meaningfully with ithenvironment is compounded by
problems which blunt opportunity-inadequate income, infegthucation, inadequate health care,
slum housing, limited job opportunities, discrimination ariche.

Full opportunity requires a coordinated attack on the totablem through community
human development programs. Federal revenue sharing woyldphmlide the resources to
develop such coordinated programs. (page 10)

Here we see proposed expansion of federal welfare pnsgra

Elderly Americans desire and deserve independence, digmity, the opportunity for
continued useful participation. We will strengthen thei&@o&ecurity system and provide
automatic cost of living adjustments under Social Secanty the Railroad Retirement Act. An
increase in earnings permitted to Social Security restpiwithout loss of benefits, ...

Here we see proposed increasing the cost of socualiseand expanding it. (page 14)

We support an equitable minimum wage for American workere—oviding fair wages
without unduly increasing unemployment among those on divesk rung of the economic
ladder—and will improve the Fair Labor Standards Act, with important protections for
employees.

The forty-hour week adopted 30 years ago needs reexaminatimiermine whether or not
a shorter work week, without loss of wages, would produae obs, increase productivity and
stabilize prices. (page 17)

This addresses minimum wage laws and more federalvement.

Farm policies and programs which will enable produceredeive fair prices in relation to
the prices they must pay for other products. (page 20)

Here we see price supports expansion. There were s@themb dealing with education,
poverty, transportation, Viet Nam, etc., etc., whiekre also marked. Daddy, when mentioning
this meeting later said when he left them they werelerstandably confused.” Daddy did to them
what Paul did to the Jews who wanted to stone hien A& had been in the temple.

...I am a Pharisee, the son of a Pharisee: of the &roppeesurrection of the dead |1 am called
in question.

And when he had so said, there arose a dissensionepetihve Pharisees and the Sadducees:
and the multitude was divided....

And there arose a great cry: and the scribes thatefehe Pharisees’ part arose, and strove,
saying, we find no evil in this man: but if a spiritam angel hath spoken to him, let us not fight
against God. (Acts 23:6-9)

Conservatives work hard at the local level, comimg with strongly worded conservative
platforms to express their political views. Most neeggen know of the disappearance of their
views altogether by the time it reaches the natiptaform writers.

By the 1972 election Daddy’s legislative boundaries had lgerrymandered to such an extent
he had little chance of re-election. Mama felt emorse when he got beat. He used to come home
many nights in tears, both for his failure and therretl consequence he feared for the vast
majority in the legislature. He had some idea whath against. In a letter to his mother shortly
after he was elected he wrote,



| am trying to get ready to go to the legislature nexttm@mnd so this keeps me pretty well
occupied. | am somewhat apprehensive about how much godidoevable to do as a legislator
since my ideas of what power government should possessodiar removed from the ideas of
practically all people | know. I find it a real challentgeoccupy the rather isolated position | do.
| am going to try and visit with each member of thgidature prior to the time it convenes next
month and give them each a copy of my book. The prataks! that | will have but little
influence nevertheless | have become convinced th® p&bple will have to come back to the
fundamental principles of constitutional government vauht or the Lord will punish us so
harshly that we will be led back to them to escapesodfierings. Practically every one of the
members of the state legislature belongs to the Chamadhso this gives me a starting point for
my conversion work. (Letter to his mother, Mynoa Arséa 12/ /1968)

I recall him telling me that he worked hard to tggislators to vote against some bills, and
would succeed. He felt he was making real progressthieant a week later the same bill would
come up again and they would switch their votes. I$ wery disconcerting to him to see no
standards, no principles used. Few even attempted suakerinciples.

Immediately after losing the election it appeared &van the majority of the people in his own
ward had voted against him, so it was probably beabhbe elected. Below is most of a “letter to
the editor” by a prominent republican, published inDiadly Herald January 18, 1968.

It has been very enlightening to read the “Your LegistaSpeak” series in the Herald—a
real service both to the legislators and the public.

For instance, while most of the legislators haveegotiown to the real problem of financing
the services demanded and needed by the people, we fitmhéievoice of H. Verlan Andersen
demanding an end to free public education, the nationairiadax, and all welfare programs of
the government, and well he ought to be lonely with suaiealistic proposals.

It is worthy to note that he was willing to run fdfice as a Republican-a party that supports
all these programs in both state and national platfoamd in spite of the fact that last spring he
was busily engaged in supporting the presidential candida@gafge C. Wallace. [This was not
true. That spring Daddy was working on Ezra Taft Benscarslidacy and George Wallace was
talking to Ezra Taft Benson.] | hope the citizenshaf #1st District are keeping a sharp eye on
this pseudo-Republican, who, judging by his public utteransesks to change or destroy
programs of both parties, including our cherished systefmeefeducation for all. If he really
feels such programs are unconstitutional, | would suggesthaAnderson take a close look at
Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitution and ntitat ‘Congress shall have the power to lay
and collect taxes to...provide for the common defense anetgenelfare of the United States.’ .

If we as a community and nation really want to avamtapse and possible revolution, we
ought to be working to strengthen all levels of our govesnt, and our excellent school systems,
through increased fiscal and personal support, led by suatanding civic groups as the
Chamber of Commerce who truly want positive prograras itieke ‘golden years’ happen. Then
will this country be strong enough to overcome and réisesthreats to it from the Communists,
the student anarchists, the racists, and the so-csligty groups’ that join the others in teaching
attitudes of social disruption which are the real foddesazial revolution. The legislative
proposals of the 40th District Representative, Howardsbhlie are examples of the constructive
and moderate approach to our problems.

Several BYU professors and some political sciencgsefmade it a project to defeat Daddy.
They were successful. Democrateldom even ran in this district, so the battlesewadvays
between Republicans.

While in the legislature Daddy received many noted &tters. One letter from a liberal
Democrat reads in part:

Just a short note to let you know how much an impresaiormade upon me during the two
sessions earlier this year. We all have our honestvictions and, at times, we differ



philosophically in our approaches to the same problerfidin@es, as | looked at the electronic
board, [Their votes are displayed on an electronicchatithe state legislature.] | felt the feeling
of how lonesome you must be.

Your voting record showed the convictions of a man tddgicated to the least governed,
the best governed....wherein we all act with self-r@stravith self respect, and with the highest
esteem for man’s right to dignity. | salute you. (Peasdetter received 12/22/71)

One bill he introduced titled, “Compulsory Charity” begi “An act defining and prohibiting
compulsory charity and providing for the phase out of empations to fund all public welfare
programs and payments.” This would have eliminatedg@aernment welfare. Another bill he
introduced, titled “Freedom to Buy and Sell Act” begifiAn act relating to business crimes,
guaranteeing to the public the freedom to purchase frioomwhey please; prohibiting punishment
of the manufacture, sale, production or purchase of goodsrvices unless a crime is involved.”
This would have eliminated all business licensing la@se legislator, after reviewing these bills
said he thought they would eliminate about 90% of ths lanvthe books. They did not pass.

Some LDS bookstores refused to carry his books, €vente became a general authority. |
contacted some of these stores five different timis letters and phone calls to let them know
they were not out of print. A few years after he diegl/ began to carry them again.

One of his opportunities which he enjoyed the most pasicipating in Education Week.
Education Week Programs, for some popular teachersondhtroughout the summer. One month
my sisters travelled with him was detailed on arffpas Memorandum” to him outlining their
travel in June, 1968. Las Vegas, June 1, 3, 4, Mesa, JuneB6Sépttsdale, June 10, 11, 12,
Phoenix, June 13, 14, 15, El Paso, June 17, 18, 19 and Snolflake2, 24, 25.

He participated in this because it gave him an opporttmitsavel throughout the Church and
teach truth. Once again, however, opposition camer Attveral years one of the heads of it came
to him and told him they loved to have him, but sdfaeication Week lecturers had complained
that what he taught was in conflict with what thayght. Contention is not good. They wanted
Daddy to continue with them, but to change what hehialpcause it was what he taught that
caused him to even consider spending as much time famyhis family as he did during the
summers he gave it up.

In his papers was a talk given by Harold B. Lee July 1968 to seminary and institute
teachers. At the end of it he said,

You and | to be worthy of our places in God’s Kingdom ntgstiefenders of the faith and as
someone has written, ‘If you have no enemies youaag, my friend, the boast is poor. He who
has mingled in the fray of duty that the brave endure rhagé made foes. If you have none,
small is the work you have done. If you have hit no comfpurged lips, you have never turned
a wrong to right, you have been a coward in the fight.

Below are some of his writings on opposition, andatigude toward it and how to handle it.
I've put in just a small list of opposition he experiendeding his life, but it's enough to help the
reader see how and why he also had to deal with @jmmod he first reference is part of a letter to
his mother about seven months after he lost his@teftir a third term in the Utah Legislature.

You are right in surmising that we are going througimeswvhat of a period of trial. It certainly
is a different type of a trial than | have ever exgered before and | suppose that it stems mainly
from my book writing activity. | have thought mangnés that if what | have said in these books is
true, and | am as convinced of their truth as | anthefother gospel truths, that | would face
considerable opposition. | do not believe that a pecaoncontend against the church of the devil
as D&C 18:20 puts it, and not suffer tribulation because bfdtvever, there is one thing of which



I am convinced, and that is that the Lord will atiow us to be tested beyond our ability to allow
us to exercise freedom of choice between good and evil

It is completely beyond man’s comprehension how Gaddcso plan our lives that such plans
take into consideration the conditions which afisen the choices made by those around us whose
lives affect and hinge upon our own. Our inability tanpoehend how God could solve such an
infinitely complicated problem does not alter the fdwt such is the case. He is able to predict
perfectly the life of each of us.

A fellow member of my High Council stated not longpagat | was an outcast in my own
ward. The thing which is more difficult than anytipirs to see this ill will directed against my
children.

I hope that you will not concern yourself unduly howevére Lord has blessed me with a very
strong testimony and | know that He rules in thediwf both men and of nations. | know that
justice will be done in spite of anything that happémsrefore my only concern is to see that | am
obedient to His commandments....

| am so grateful for your testimony of the truthfulne$svhat | have said in the ‘devil book.” |
feel that my efforts here are in partial fulfillmeoit the promise made to me in my patriarchal
blessing which says:

Your voice shall be raised in the defense of truth aadynshall rejoice and glorify God on
account of your diligent labors in bringing knowledge andtligithem.

| was also promised that if | would keep my mind aldrits on the higher ideals of life,

...knowledge and wisdom shall come to you that you may fuljetstand the plan of life
and salvation.

But if | am able to accomplish anything worthwhilethiis life, | know that the credit therefore
shall largely be due my parents, and since fatheb&as gone for such a long time, and you have
been left to bear the responsibilities of parenthoodeafor so many years, a great deal of credit
should be due you for the Patriarctated:

Dear Brother, great blessings await you for the pragkeysur parents will continually plead
in your behalf before the Almighty, and you shall hatrength and wisdom and knowledge to
accomplish a wonderful work upon the earth.

And so Mother let me here once again express my deep dnd appreciation for your
faithfulness, your concern, your love and your prayRegjarding my being tried my blessing also
says:

Trials will meet you in life but inasmuch as you aracsre and humble, the Lord will
sustain you and His angels will guard you and warn you agemgitation and snares which
shall meet you on your journey in life.

I do not really feel that | have had to undergo gngat trials yet and so perhaps if I live
properly | have them to face in the future. | hope thatLord will continue to bless you and
preserve you in health and strength that | mighticoatto feel the spiritual support and strength
which you have always given me, for | may need suokerthan ever during the coming years.
(Letter to Mother, Mynoa Andersen, 3/4/1973)



When we allow the evil words and actions of othersfluence us to do evil we are listing to
the voice of Satan. It is carnal nature to reture ffiat hate, evil for evil.

When we elected to come to earth rather than kowdbatan, we agreed to become acquainted
with both good and evil here, not just to observe acils being done to others but to also
experience our own share of unkind words, false acamsattheating and even bodily harm.

One of the most urgent needs of a man is to recegritat his own reaction should be to the
evil done to him. The first and foremost virtueasréstrain the natural reaction of ill-will. This is
much easier to do if we recognize that God is judttd@ will allow nothing to happen to a child of
His which is not deserved or for his best good.

When one is the victim of an evil deed, he hasoibgortunity then and there to develop the
Christ-like quality of charity which is the pure logé Christ (Moro. 7:47) and without which we
cannot become as Christ is. In one sense we sholddmesuch opportunities, not that we should
become masochists, but we shouldcognize that the trials of life are the crucibletigh which
our souls must pass to become refined and developed.

A cursory glance at the lives of the most righteoes mho have dwelt upon the earth reveals
that they have received the worst treatment. ks jtistice? Does a righteous life merit suffering
and even martyrdom in return? Certainly by man’'slewastandards the answer is no. Our laws
are designed to punish the wicked, not the rightéButsin the infinite wisdom of a kind and loving
Father who is both just and merciful, these martyre Wwhve suffered the most rank human
injustice which could be inflicted have thereby been ipiem with the opportunity to become as
God is. (Personal Journal, / /1962)

It is the Lord and not man, who controls the numbad aeverity of the trials, tests and
challenges which come into our lives. He carefullyl @onstantly watches over each one and
allows us to experience those circumstances, andtiase situations and difficulties we need, and
to which our past conduct entitle us.

Some might contend that if the Lord intervenes ititisnately in our affairs, He would thereby
deprive us of our free agency. But let it be noted #iditough He ofttimes prevents us from
carrying out our desires, never does He interferd whieir formation. The scriptures relate
numerous instances where the Lord has intervenectvemrpeople from fulfilling their intentions,
and still there are many others where He has pedrgitil actions even though it may appear to us
to be unjust. While He allowed the wicked leadershia ¢ity of Ammonihah to burn innocent
women and children to death, He directly prevenbedntfrom slaying Alma and Amulek. While
He allowed King Noah and his priests to martyr Abinadhen a robber tried to kil Ammon, he
was stricken dead. While He allowed Lamanite arnieslay tens of thousands of righteous
Nephites, He intervened to prevent them from slayagn one of the two thousand sons of
Helaman.

On the other hand, we are all conscious of the tfzat the Lord does not interfere with the
formation of our desires. In accordance with thiovahg scripture, He constantly entices us to do
good and He permits Satan to constantly entice de &vil:

Wherefore, the Lord God gave unto man that he shouldoadtimself. Wherefore, man
could not act for himself save it should be that he em@sced by the one or the other. [2 Ne.
2:16] (Personal Notes, //1989)

Everything which happens to you is either good for goyou deserve it; otherwise there is no
justice. In order to be just the Lord must control eeglilate every event in our lives except our



freedom to choose between the alternatives He plaefese us. (Talk on the Mormon Exodus,
Virdan, New Mexico, 12/30/1990)

I wanted to say something to those people who argaglynconcerned, as my father was,
about what is happening in our country. Often when we ED@wake to a sense of your awful
situation...” (Ether 8:24) we wish to awake all those adous. We would like to “...speak with
the trump of God, with a voice to shake the earth,Alfhé 29:1). So far so good, but we often go
a step further and ask why the Church doesn’t takdetie in this battle. Sometimes Church
leaders, seeing the zeal of this new born free ggktarmon will counsel with him. The free
agency Mormon may feel this counsel is generatedhdyeders lack of loyalty to the prophet or
lack of understanding. The free agency Mormon h#eresh a dangerous situation if he does not
handle it right.

The Church, to protect itself from apostasy, must raaintontrol of those who are teaching
what is or is not doctrine. Anyone teaching whatiirch doctrine outside the established line of
authority has the potential to get off course. To kéepdoctrine that is taught correct, auxiliary
leaders and teachers are called by those in auth&aityour own protection, and the Church’s
protection, they may counsel us for our benefit. Weoatigated to accept and obey that counsel,
as obedience is the first law. We should never afidde to lead us. If it were a disease it would
be the worst, because the victim is blinded to an awaseof the symptoms of it to the exact
degree the disease has gotten hold of him.

A great deal could be written about this, but after alaid, obedience and submission to
authority will be the only right answer. Our FatherHeaven loves all His children. He gives us
our agency to accept or reject the benefit of His kve counsel. In the preexistence man had his
agency. Did God put a heavy hand on us there? Heotlid\Vhile the war continues here, minus
our memories of the last one, we are again givencygd he Lord runs His Church. The Lord
decides what the prophet says. Without the Lord, Hiplmet and His Church, what do we have of
worth?
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