
The Controversy of Zion 
Rebuttal to Passing the Heavenly Gift- Part One 

Version One of Part One- Addressing the First Five Rebuttal Points 

Over the past few years there has been a growing divide in the LDS Church. It is being caused by 

Google and other Internet search engines. The Google Apostasy refers to the fallout from the 

ease with which rank-and-file members of the LDS church can gain access via the internet to just 

about anything relating to Mormon Doctrine and history. The Internet also allows critics of the 

church and church historians alike to readily publish controversial information in the public 

domain. As a result, a growing number of Latter Day Saints are becoming aware of disconcerting 

historical events and questionable doctrines that have been taught in the past, which have 

caused many Latter Day Saints to have a crisis of faith. The brethren are characterizing this event 

as the largest apostasy since Kirtland1 

A recent phenomenon of the Google Apostasy is the simmering controversy surrounding the 

book entitled Passing the Heavenly Gift, by Denver Snuffer, hereafter referred to as PTHG. LDS 

Church authorities have taken exception to the book, which was made evident in the objections 

of the author’s Stake President: 

"I have tried to persuade you that PTHG is not constructive to the work of salvation 
or the promotion of faith in the gospel of Jesus Christ. The book's theses is in direct 
conflict with church doctrine, in your effort to defend that restoration, you have 
mischaracterized doctrine, denigrated virtually every prophet since Joseph Smith, 
and placed the church in a negative light." 

It is unfortunate that such ambiguity was used by the Stake President and that the 
questionable doctrine(s) were not clearly identified because it allowed the author to 
assume that he had not taught any inaccurate doctrine. In fact, it appears as if the 
author has taken it as a tacit endorsement by the Church of the doctrinal and historical 
accuracy of PTHG. 

 On his blogsite, the author defends the accuracy of his work:  

" The problem with Passing the Heavenly Gift has not been its accuracy. The issue 
raised in the notice I received from the stake president does not say the book is false, 

                                                           
1
 On January 18 of 2012, Church historian Elder Marlin K. Jensen attended a Q;A set up by Phil Barlow at Utah State University. He was 

asked the following question.  “Has the church seen the effects of Google on membership? It seems like the people who I talk to 
about church history are people who find out and leave quickly. Is the church aware of that problem? What about the people who 
are already leaving in droves?” The answer coming from Jensen is as follows: “We are aware. Let me say this, I often get this question: 
“Do the Brethren really know?” They do. And I’m not speaking for me. I’m speaking for the fifteen men that are above me in the 
hierarchy in the church. The fifteen men really do know, and they really care. And they realize that maybe since Kirtland, we never 
have had a period of, I’ll call it apostasy, like we’re having right now; largely over these issues.  
 

http://denversnuffer.blogspot.com/2013/08/dont-call-me-yes-that-means-you-too_23.html
http://denversnuffer.blogspot.com/2013/08/dont-call-me-yes-that-means-you-too_23.html
http://denversnuffer.blogspot.com/2013/08/dont-call-me-yes-that-means-you-too_23.html
http://denversnuffer.blogspot.com/2013/09/compliance-so-far-as-possible.html


contains errors or makes mistakes in history. Rather, it "contains content which must 
be withdrawn." That is not an indictment of the book's accuracy. It is considered 
subversive by those who want to control history to perpetuate a view of events that 
do not follow the pattern described by the Book of Mormon prophets, Joseph Smith's 
prophecies, and Christ's description of the conduct of the latter-day gentiles to whom 
the Book of Mormon would be given." 
 
The confidence that the author has in his work is apparently contagious. An avid reader 
of, and believer in, PTHG2 made the following declaration on an Internet post: 

"..Snuffer has produced a meticulously researched and reasoned book which accounts for the 
trajectory of the Church from Joseph’s day to our own.. The arguments and analysis presented 
in PTHG deserve a substantive rebuttal, if an honest rebuttal is possible... If the thesis of PTHG 
is false, then it ought to be shown to be false"  
 
I agree with the above declaration that the arguments and analysis presented in PTHG deserve a 

substantive rebuttal. I believe that such a rebuttal is not only possible, but indeed, necessary and 

it is my intention here to provide one. 

Although I had never intended to read the book, the challenge put forth by this reader piqued my 

curiosity. Additionally, I read the two online articles by the author, discovered by the Anarchist3 

detailing the reasons that the author of the Book questions the historicity of section 110 of the 

Doctrine and Covenants. These events motivated me to acquire a copy and read it. 

PTHG is NOT without Error 

The purpose of this white paper is to suggest that PTHG is not without error and to provide what 

I consider to be formidable challenges to some of the central doctrines espoused by the author. 

As with much of what I write, I present alternative views that are not necessarily accepted in 

mainstream thought. Nevertheless, I think they are worthy of discussion and prayerful 

consideration. 

It is important to note that I agree with much of the information contained in PTHG. Many of 

the concepts and observations are true, in my opinion. Indeed, at times I felt as if I were reading 

my own blog posts. The author’s research is admirable. He has compiled a veritable treasure of 

scriptural references and historical documentation. For this reason alone the book is worthy 

resource material, as long as its possessor has a strong doctrinal foundation  

                                                           
2
 The above Blogger appears to be a high profile LDS Apologist that has resigned he position and gone rogue, and is now a believer in 

the things contained in PTHG. If this is true, it demonstrate just how compelling the arguments in the book are to a seasoned gospel 
scholar.  
3
 Sadly, it appears the author has since taken those papers and a third one posted on scribed off of the Internet, preventing people from 

scrutinizing the content thereof. 

http://ldsanarchy.wordpress.com/2013/08/25/denver-snuffers-passing-the-heavenly-gift-does-its-publication-constitute-an-act-of-apostasy/#comment-16137
http://ldsanarchy.wordpress.com/2013/08/25/denver-snuffers-passing-the-heavenly-gift-does-its-publication-constitute-an-act-of-apostasy/#comment-16038


It appears that the author has been on a faith journey of learning, not unlike mine and countless 

others who want to know the truth. It seems that each of us has been on a long quest to 

understand God’s Word and follow it wherever it may lead us, even if that may be far from the 

current teachings and scriptural interpretations of the modern LDS church. My only purpose for 

accepting the “challenge” posed, to provide a rebuttal to PTHG is to note the doctrines 

presented there that do not, in my opinion, comport with the Gospel as set out in the Holy 

Scriptures and statements of God’s oracles.    

In my opinion, the book can be problematic for those who are not well grounded in church 

history and the true doctrines of the gospel of Jesus Christ because I believe the book has 

numerous errors in it pertaining to historical events, dates, and interpretation of scripture.  

While the research that has been done is admirable, I disagree with many of the interpretations 

and conclusions. 

Correct the Doctrine if it is in Error 

Fortunately, the author believes we should all be vigilant in correcting one another when a false 

doctrine is presented. 

"If there is an error in doctrine or practice, everyone has an obligation to speak up, from the 

least to the greatest. (D&C 20: 42, 46-47, 50-51, 59, among other places.) Second, the "truth" 

cannot ever be "evil." Though the truth may cut with a two edged sword, truth is not and 

cannot be "evil." Therefore, if someone should say something that is untrue or in error, then 

correct their doctrine, show the error" 

In all, I plan to challenge approximately 25 assertions the author makes in PTHG (this tally is 

subject to change). I do not intend to address all 25 assertions immediately, but I plan to update 

this white paper periodically. 

Before I get started, I realize that many people do not want to read something as detailed as this 

first part of the paper is going to be and they want to get to the bottom line of what my 

objections are. For that reason, I am providing a brief summary of the first five rebuttal points, 

detailing what I believe that author teaches, and that I disagree with. I do want to suggest 

however, that if one simply reads the summary and does not read my detailed explanations 

pertaining to the errors in the book, they will not get the full picture and impact of what is being 

postulated. 

Summary of the First Five Rebuttal Points 



First, I will show that PTHG teaches that Joseph Smith was only instrumental in restoring two 

orders of priesthood into the restored church, namely, the Aaronic and Melchizedek. I will show 

that in fact Joseph Smith was instrumental in restoring three orders of Priesthood into the 

restored church and that the highest order of priesthood was lost from the church shortly after it 

was restored. 

Second, PTHG propagates the erroneous notion that Peter, James, and John restored the highest 

order of Melchizedek priesthood. I will demonstrate from the scriptures and from the testimony 

of multiple credible historical witnesses that that the Melchizedek priesthood was restored not 

by angels, but by the voice of God from heaven.  

Third, I will show that PTHG classifies the Patriarchal priesthood as the third order of priesthood. 

I will demonstrate that in fact, Patriarchal priesthood is the second level of priesthood having to 

do with the promise given to Abraham that his seed line would have the privilege of bearing the 

patriarchal priesthood and taking the Gospel of Jesus Christ to the nations of the world.  

Fourth, I will show that PTHG identifies June of 1832 as the date when the first High Priests were 

ordained. I will demonstrate that the correct date is June of 1831 and I will explain thy the 

correct date is critically important to understand. 

Fifth, PTHG teaches that it really does not matter whether there is priesthood authority on the 

earth or not when  it comes to administering the ordinances of salvation because the ordinances 

can be performed without priesthood authority. I will demonstrate from the Holy Word of God 

that the saving ordinances are invalid without the proper priesthood authority from God. 

 

MELCHIZEDEK PRIESTHOOD PRIMER 

The first five of the author’s assertions that I am responding to all relate to the priesthood. As 

background, I am going to give a brief, non-exhaustive Melchizedek priesthood primer that I 

hope will provide helpful context and chronology to set a foundation. The primer will establish 

that Joseph Smith was instrumental in the restoration of three orders of priesthood. Following 

the primer, I will itemize the relevant PTHG teachings that I believe to be in conflict with the 

evidence provided in the primer. 

Three Grand Orders of Priesthood 

On August 27th, 1843, Joseph Smith gave a remarkable discourse on the three grand orders of 

priesthood using the 7th chapter of Hebrews as his text. What is known of the content of the 

sermon is extracted from Joseph Smith’s diary (as recorded by Willard Richards), Franklin D. 



Richards’ Scriptural Items, William Clayton’s diary, James Burgess’ notebook and Levi Richards’ 

diary.4 Although significant portions of this discourse are treated in History of the Church and 

Teachings of the Prophet Joseph Smith, the book Words of Joseph Smith provided much more of 

its content when it was published.5 Moreover, the accounts of all five first-hand witnesses have 

been published in parallel on Boap.org. These accounts provide amazing detail of Joseph Smith’s 

expansion of Hebrews 7 to explain the three orders of priesthood that God employs in 

administering the Gospel of Jesus Christ. 

In his notebook, James Burgess writes: 

"Paul is here treating of three different priesthoods, namely the priesthood of Aron, Abraham, 

and Melchizedek, Abraham's priesthood was of greater power than Levi's and Melchizedek's 

was of greater power than that of Abraham..."6 

“Abraham's was a more exalted power or preisthood he could talk and walk with God and yet 

consider how great this man was when even this patriarch Abraham gave a tenth part of all his 

spoils and then received a blessing under the hands of Melchesideck even the last law or a 

fulness of the law or preisthood which constituted him a king and preist after the order of 

Melchesideck or an endless life Now if Abraham had been like the sectarian world and would 

not have received any more revelation, what would have been the consequence it would have 

damned him.” 

Notice that the second priesthood was named after Abraham, and that Abraham eventually 

obtained for himself the highest priesthood named after Melchizedek.7 Willard Richards8 and 

Franklin D. Richards9 differ in the sequence in which they list the three priesthood orders; 

however, they clearly identify the Aaronic as the lowest, the Melchizedek as the highest, and the 

Patriarchal as the intermediate or second priesthood (not the highest as most LDS 

fundamentalists claim). 

                                                           
4
 The phrase “3 orders of priesthood” was used by Willard Richards. Franklin D. Richards wrote, "[t]here are 3 grand principles or orders 

of Priesthood portrayed in this chapter." James Burgess simply refers to, "three different preisthoods (sic)." 
5
 Compiled and edited in 1980 by Andrew F. Ehat and Lyndon W. Cook. 

6
  Taken from the Burgess Notebook Dairy entry of the discourse 

7
 That Abraham eventually received the highest priesthood is also documented by Franklin D. Richards: “3d That of Melchisedec who 

had still greater power even power of an endless life of which was our Lord Jesus Christ which also Abraham obtained by the offering of 
his son Isaac which was not the power of a Prophet nor apostle nor Patriarch only but of King & Priest to God to open the windows of 
Heaven and pour out the peace & Law of endless Life to man & No man can attain to the Joint heirship with Jesus Christ with out being 
administered to by one having the same power & Authority of Melchisedec.” 
8
 "1st. King of Shiloam--power & authority over that of Abraham holding the key & the power of endless life….2d Priesthood, patriarchal 

authority….3d Priesthood. Levitical.” 
9
 "1st Levitical which was never able to administer a Blessing but Only to bind heavy burdens which neither they nor their father able to 

bear….2 Abrahams Patriarchal power which is the greatest yet experienced in this church….3d That of Melchisedec who had still greater 
power even power of an endless life of which was our Lord Jesus Christ.” 

http://www.boap.org/LDS/Parallel/1843/27Aug43.html


Interestingly, Joseph Smith stressed that it was under the authority of the Patriarchal priesthood 

was the Nauvoo Temple to be finished.10 Following its completion, God would fill it with power, 

an obvious reference to the return of the fulness of the priesthood that had been lost.11 

Listing from Dairy Entry of Willard Richards 

Willard Richards lists the three priesthoods from highest to lowest:12 

 Melchizedek 

 Patriarchal 

 Aaronic 

Listing from Diary Entry of Franklin D. Richards and Burgess 

Franklin D. Richards and Burgess lists them from the lowest to the highest:13 

 Aaronic 

 Patriarchal 

 Melchizedek 

Priesthood Confusion 

It is difficult to understand how such a profoundly significant doctrine as the three grand orders 

of the priesthood could become so convoluted and misunderstood. However, it is important to 

realize that the terms "priesthood" and "Melchizedek priesthood" were seldom if ever used at 

the time these priesthood orders and ordinations were being restored. In fact, several historians 

have noted that these terms were not used until 1834, sometime after all three priesthoods had 

been restored. According to religious historian, Michael Quinn: 

"There is no evidence that a restoration of what was later called the Melchizedek priesthood 

happened in June of 1829."14 
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 Willard Richards records, “2d Priesthood, patriarchal authority finish that temple and god Will fill it with power.”  
11

 D&C 124:28 states, “For there is not a place found on earth that he may come to and restore again that which was lost unto you, or 
which he hath taken away, even the fulness of the priesthood.” 
12

 "1st. [Melchizedec] King of Shiloam--power & authority over that of Abraham holding the key & the power of endless life.... god 
cursed the children of Israel because they would not receive the last law from Moses.-- by the offering of Isaac.--if a man would attain--
he must sacrifice all to attain to the keys of the kingdom of an endless life That was the power of Melchisedick twas not P. of Aaron &c. 
a king & a priest to the most high God. a perfect law of Theocracy holding keys of power & blessings. stood as God to give laws to the 
people. administering endless lives to the sons and daughters of Adam kingly powers. of anointing.--Abram says Melchisedek.-- away I 
have a priesthood.-- Patriarchal - Endowment - Tokens - Abraham2d Priesthood, patriarchal authority finish that temple and god Will fill 
it with power.Levitical Priesthood without an Oath 3d Priesthood. Levitical 
13

 "1st Levitical which was never able to administer a Blessing but Only to bind heavy burdens which neither they nor their father able to 
bear. 
2 Abrahams Patriarchal power which is the greatest yet experienced in this church. Must have Ordinance to be with God3d That of 
Melchisedec who had still greater power even power of an endless life of which was our Lord Jesus Christ" 



Quinn refers to a statement from Brigham Young indicating that the Church was restored in 1830 

before the Melchizedek priesthood was restored, which agrees with the chronology Smith gives in 

his personal diary. 

Quinn also claims that "The office of elder was at first associated with what would come to be 

known as the lesser (or Aaronic) priesthood". 

He points out that in 1857 Franklin D. Richards published a chronology which included the 

following declaration for the year of 1831:  

"June 6; The Melchizedek [sic] priesthood was first given"  

Quinn states that the original history indicates that: 

 "God simply commanded  Smith to begin ordaining men to the office of elder"15 

According to Quinn, it was later revealed by Joseph and Oliver that the ministering angels Peter, 

James, and John were instrumental in ordaining them to be elders. 

Quinn also reminds us that the term “priesthood” was added to various revelations after the 

fact; i.e., D&C 68:15 in which the term “Melchizedek priesthood” was not in the original text 

published in the Book of Commandments in 1833 but was added to the 1835 edition of the 

Doctrine and Covenants. 

Clearly, the concept of the priesthood was not unambiguously defined during the years that 

these priesthood confirmations and ordinations were taking place. However, from the above 

notes we find that the Patriarchal priesthood administers the ordinances of salvation that are 

necessary to see God and eventually enter into the highest order of the priesthood. 

Context is Everything 

The declaration made in the discourse on August 27th, 1843, that "Abrahams Patriarchal power 

[was] the greatest yet experienced in this church" is similar to the opening statement in section 

107 and has been grossly misinterpreted by many people, and its misrepresentation is one of the 

reasons that the modern church erroneously teaches that Joseph Smith was instrumental in the 

restoration of only two priesthood orders.16 
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 This and subsequent quotes by Quinn can be found on pages 15, 22, 26, 27, 30, and 31 of "The Mormon Hierarchy." 
15

 It is easy to see why some historians characterize the original office of elder as being part of the Aaronic priesthood. I would suggest, 
however, that the Patriarchal priesthood was actually a priesthood of lineage and therefore, no conferal was necessary, only the 
commandment from God to ordain those with inate patriarchal priesthood to certain callings. The Aaronic priesthood on the other 
hand, very possibly had to be conferred as the candidates were not naturally of the blood line of Aaron, rather, of Moses. 
16

 Previously a similar statement was made in section 107:1 which says essentially the same thing about two priesthoods being in the 
church. Interestingly, it used the term "Melchizedek" instead of "Patriarchal. Joseph was providing clarity to the passage in section 107 



The point Joseph Smith was making in his Nauvoo Discourse (and Section 107)  is that the 

restored "Church of Christ" in the early years in Kirtland enjoyed all three priesthoods while the 

condemned "Church of the Latter Day Saints"17 that had to flee from Kirtland was now only in 

possession of the lesser two priesthoods. This supposition is validated by the fact that D&C 124 

revealed the ominous fact that the third and highest priesthood power had been lost by the time 

the condemned church made it to Nauvoo.18 

To summarize, the three priesthood orders that Joseph sermonized in his discourse on August 

27th, 1843, in Nauvoo are: 

1- The Aaronic priesthood, which was named after Moses' brother Aaron, and was restored by 

John the Baptist.19 

2- The Abrahamic or Patriarchal priesthood, which was named after the great patriarch Abraham. 

3- The Melchizedek priesthood, which was the highest priesthood order. It was named after a 

great Old Testament prophet.20 

Melchizedek Priesthood Cannot be Conferred by Angels 

Restoration of the Aaronic priesthood required that a ministering angel confer it. Likewise, 

restoration of the office of Elder in the Patriarchal priesthood required the intervention of Peter, 

James, and John with a priesthood ordination. 

                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
during his Nauvoo Discourse. He had also clarified that all priesthood was Melchizedek, meaning that all of it was a portion of the 
highest order of priesthood.  
17

 Few Latter day Saints realize that after the Saints failed to live consecration and ultimately rejected the fulness of the Gospel in or 
before 1834, a special conference of the church was held and the leading brethren of the church changed the name of the church. They 
took the name of Christ out of the church by changing to from the "Church of Christ" to the "Church of the Latter day Saints". This 
special conference took place between section 104 and 105, wherein the Lord acknowledges that the covenant had been broken and 
the Saint would now need to wait for a little season to live the laws of Zion and to establish Zion.  
18

 There are many other evidences that testify that the church Joseph Smith restored did not retain the Melchizedek priesthood but that 

it would return to the earth in the end times when it was time for the establishment of Zion. The Old Testament prophets prophesied 

that in the latter days the highest priesthood would be restored and Zion would be re-established after becoming “captive” for a period 

of time: 

“Awake, awake; put on thy strength, O Zion; put on thy beautiful garments, O Jerusalem, the holy city: for henceforth there shall no 

more come into thee the uncircumcised and the unclean. Shake thyself from the dust; arise, and sit down, O Jerusalem: loose thyself 

from the bands of thy neck, O captive daughter of Zion.” (Isa 52:1) 

Providing additional clarity and context, the prophet responded to a question about the above verses: 

“Questions by Elias Higbee: What is meant by the command in Isaiah, 52d chapter, 1st verse, which saith: Put on thy strength, O 

Zion—and what people had Isaiah reference to? He had reference to those whom God should call in the last days, who should hold 

the power of priesthood to bring again Zion, and the redemption of Israel; and to put on her strength is to put on the authority of the 

priesthood, which she, Zion, has a right to by lineage; also to return to that power which she had lost.” (D&C 113:7-8) 
19

 Sometimes called or associated with the term "Levitical priesthood" 
20

 The term "Fulness of Priesthood is also used interchangably although it is possible that the term fulness makes specific reference to 
the crowning acheivement within the third order of the priesthood.  



In contrast, restoration of the Melchizedek priesthood could not be performed by angels. There 

is only one way for the fulness of the Melchizedek priesthood to be conferred: by the voice of 

God from heaven. This principle is revealed in the inspired version of the Bible. 

 “And it was delivered unto men by the calling of his own voice, according to his own will…”21 

We learn from D&C 84 that after initially being called by the voice of God out of heaven, the High 

Priests to whom God was speaking were also confirmed by the voice of God out of heaven. 

“And wo unto all those who come not unto this [Melchizedek] priesthood which ye have 
received, which I now confirm upon you who are present this day, by mine own voice out of 
the heavens; and even I have given the heavenly hosts and mine angels charge concerning 
you.” (D&C 84:42) 

The first two priesthood orders named after Aaron and Abraham were based on lineage or 

conferral and ordination. They could be conferred by men and angels and could be administered 

according to the will of men. The Melchizedek priesthood, however, is not administered by the 

will of men nor is it based on lineage. 

“It being after the order of the Son of God; which order came, not by man, nor the will of man; 

neither by father nor mother; neither by beginning of days nor end of years; but of God.”22 

As such, it is not possible that the Melchizedek Priesthood was restored by Peter, James and 

John. From this it becomes blatantly obvious that Peter, James and John were officiating in the 

Patriarchal priesthood when they ordained Joseph and Oliver to be elders.23 This is quite a 

difficult concept for Latter Day Saints to accept, for it requires a bit of fortitude to break with 

tradition. Their Patriarchal priesthood calling had to do with God's promise to Abraham that a 

line of his posterity would have the privilege of taking the gospel of Jesus Christ to the nations of 

the world.24 

A Few Ominous Warnings to the Condemned Church 
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 JST Gen 14:29 (We learn from the events of the special conference at the Morley Farm that even though a person is called to the 
Melchizedek priesthood by the voice of God out of heaven, It is done through a prophet of God. Furtermore, God still has his anointed 
servants do a physical ordination. In section 36:2 we learn how God literally, but mystically, lays his hand on a person through the 
physical hand of his anointed servant during the ordination.  
22

 JST Gen 14:28 
23

 It is important to understand that John the Baptist "conferred" priesthood upon Joseph and Oliver while Peter, James and John 
"ordained" them to the "office" of "elder" in a patriarchal priesthood that they already held. Some historians have speculated or alluded 
to the possibility that the office of "elder" was actually part of the Aaronic priesthood that was restored by John the Baptist. It is my 
believe that Joseph and Oliver were both of the chosen line of Abraham that had been given the birthright promise of being able to 
preach and administer the gospel of Jesus Christ to the nations. Hence, they held patriarchal priesthood by birthright but were ordained 
to a specific office with specific rights. See Abraham  
24

 See Abraham Chapter 2 and Reading Abraham while God Winks. 

http://onewhoiswatching.files.wordpress.com/2013/08/reading-abraham-while-god-winks6.pdf


In the August 1843 discourse on priesthood, Joseph Smith warned that the law given under 

Aaron was only good for cursings, not blessings 

 "..the law was given under Aaron for the purpose of pouring out Judments and destructions... 

The priesthood of Levi consisted of cursings and blessing carnal commandments and not of 

blessings and if the preisthood of this generation has no more power than that of Levi or Aron 

or of a bishopric it administers no blessings but casings for it was an eye for an eye and a tooth 

for a tooth." 

A few months later in October of 1843 Joseph would express his anxiety for the saints: 

".. my only trouble at the present time is concerning ourselves, that the Saints will be divided, 

broken up, and scattered, before we get our salvation secure; for there are so many fools in 

the world for the devil to operate upon, it gives him the advantage oftentimes."25 

That warning would be followed up in a discourse a few months later given on January 21 1844- 

"I would to God that this temple was now done that we might go into it & go to work & 

improve our time & make use of the seals while they are on earth & the Saints have none to 

much time to save & redeem their dead, & gather together their living relatives that they may 

be saved also, before the earth will be smitten & the Consumption decreed falls upon the 

world & I would advise all the Saints to go to with their might & gather together all their living 

relatives to this place that they may be sealed & saved that they may be prepared against the 

day that the destroying angel goes forth"26 

The window of time was closing and Joseph knew it. He also knew that there were no guarantees 

that the saints would reform and establish Zion during his first commission27. 

The contextual implication of the above warnings, when understood based on what had been 

taking place in Nauvoo and the stern warnings the Lord had given in section 124, is that the 

church had been stumbling and that they may only be left with the cursings and judgments that 

accompany the Levitical priesthood if they failed to utilize the patriarchal priesthood to complete  

the temple. 

He observed in July of 1842 that: 
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 TPJS pg 331 
26

 Sermon delivered at Nauvoo, Ill. in front of Robert D. Foster's hotel on January 21, 1844 
27

 Joseph fully understood and taught that he and his brethren would have a "Second Commission" at a later time: "I have risen up out 
of obscurity, but was looked up to when but a youth, in temporal things: It is not necessary that God should give us all things at first or 
in his first commission to us, but in his second.." 

http://www.boap.org/LDS/Parallel/1844/21Jan44.html
http://threewatches.blogspot.com/2008/08/4-it-is-not-necessary-that-god-should.html
http://threewatches.blogspot.com/2008/08/4-it-is-not-necessary-that-god-should.html
http://threewatches.blogspot.com/2008/08/4-it-is-not-necessary-that-god-should.html
http://threewatches.blogspot.com/2008/08/4-it-is-not-necessary-that-god-should.html


“We have been chastened by the hand of God heretofore for not obeying His commands… we 

have treated lightly His commands, AND DEPARTED FROM HIS ORDINANCES, and the Lord has 

chastened us sore, and we have felt His arm and kissed the rod"28 

The completion of the Nauvoo Temple was essential if a reformation29 was to take place that 

would restore the highest priesthood that had been lost from the earth according to the Holy 

Word of God. 

Joseph Smith explained that the priesthood of Levi did not have the sealing power that enables a 

person to enter into the presence of God and to be able to converse with God, 

 "I ask was there any sealing power attending this [Levitical] priesthood. Oh no that would 

admit a man into the presence of God. Oh no, but Abraham's was a more exalted power or 

preisthood he could talk and walk with God.."30 

Following that declaration, Joseph Smith pointed out that the Melchizedek priesthood was even 

greater than the patriarchal priesthood that Abraham held because the Melchizedek priesthood 

represented the "fulness of the law" which made a man a "king and priest" and sealed upon him 

an "endless life". 

 "yet consider how great this man was when even this patriarch Abraham gave a tenth part of 

all his spoils and then received a blessing under the hands of Melchesideck even the last law or 

a fulness of the law or preisthood which constituted him a king and preist after the order of 

Melchesideck or an endless life" 

One of the significant privileges associated with Abraham's priesthood is the ability to converse 

with God. Fortunately, it appears that the saints still had the patriarchal priesthood when they 

entered Nauvoo despite the condemnation they received in Kirtland, otherwise, section 124 may 

not have been given.  

Sadly, they had lost the Melchizedek priesthood by the time they got to Nauvoo. 

The Lord had declared on January 19th 1841, that the saints had lost the fulness of the 

priesthood. 
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 …“ (History of the Church, 5:65; from “The Government of God,” an editorial published in Times and Seasons, July 15, 1842, p. 857; 

Joseph Smith was the editor of the periodical.) 
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 In the early years of the restoration movment, the Lord had fortold that a reformation would be necessary. Nauvoo was clearly the 
place and time when the reformation needed to take place if the saints were going to regain their spiritual equalibrium. Eventually, 
William Law would play an important role, during the "controversy of Zion" in calling the saints to repentance and encouraging them to 
forsake the abominations being practiced in Nauvoo and return to the pure and simple Gospel of Jesus Christ that had been preached 
during the early years of the restoration.  
30

 Sermon delivered at Nauvoo temple grounds on Sunday August 27, 1843 

http://onewhoiswatching.wordpress.com/2012/09/15/william-law-offer-a-reformation-and-bringing-about-the-chastisement-of-god-upon-the-fallen-servant-final/
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"For there is not a place found on earth that he may come to and restore again that which was 
lost unto you, or which he hath taken away, even the fulness of the priesthood."31 
 
 Clearly, the Fulness of the Melchizedek priesthood that Joseph Smith referred to in his discourse 

on priesthood had been restored in the early days of Kirtland and then lost prior to section 124 

and prior to his discourse given in 1843. 

Nevertheless, in 1841, Joseph Smith still held the patriarchal priesthood which had enabled him 

to converse with God and receive the revelation known as section 124.  

Although it is clear that the fulness of the priesthood had been lost by the time the saints got to 

Nauvoo, few latter day saints understand when and how the Melchizedek priesthood was 

restored, or how and when it was ultimately rejected.  

When was the Melchizedek Priesthood Restored? 

One of the most significant events to take place in the history of the church took place during the 

first several days of June 1831 at a special conference of the church held at the Issac Morely 

Farm. The gathering of the priesthood brethren to this monumental event had been commanded 

in section 4432. Unfortunately, this historical event has been greatly misunderstood, 

marginalized, and mischaraterized. 

On that occasion, the heavens were opened and three of the brethren saw the Father and the 

Son. Additionally, 23 priesthood holders were ordained to the High Priesthood after the Holy 

order of God according to the voice of God out of the heavens. It appears they were ordained to 

the same High Priesthood that Melchizedek and Enoch had been ordained to. Even the same 

priesthood that is required to establish Zion. 

John Whitmer, the Church historian, noted that; 
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 Section 124:28 There is strong reason to believe that the fulness of the priesthood was lost when the saints failed to live the law of 
the gospel contained in section 42 of the D&C. The law of the gospel contains the law of consecration and celestial monogamy. Sections 
104 and 105 document the fact that many of the saints broke their covenants and that the fulness was lost, by virtue of the fact that the 
saints would need to wait for a little season to establish Zion. 
32

 1 Behold, thus saith the Lord unto you my servants, it is expedient in me that the elders of my church should be called together, from 
the east and from the west, and from the north and from the south, by letter or some other way. 
2 And it shall come to pass, that inasmuch as they are faithful, and exercise faith in me, I will pour out my Spirit upon them in the day 
that they assemble themselves together. 
3 And it shall come to pass that they shall go forth into the regions round about, and preach repentance unto the people. (See section 
52) 
4 And many shall be converted, insomuch that ye shall obtain power to organize yourselves according to the laws of man; 
5 That your enemies may not have power over you; that you may be preserved in all things; that you may be enabled to keep my laws; 
that every bond may be broken wherewith the enemy seeketh to destroy my people. 
6 Behold, I say unto you, that ye must visit the poor and the needy and administer to their relief, that they may be kept until all things 
may be done according to my law which ye have received. Amen. (part of this section is a prophetic utterance. As will all prophecies, 
there are dual fulfillments) 



“The Lord made manifest to Joseph that it was necessary that such of the elders as were 
considered worthy, should be ordained to the high priesthood.”  

It is obvious from these remarks that the priesthood that was newly restored at the Morley Farm 

in 1831 was a priesthood that was different and higher than any priesthood authority that had 

previously been restored by angels in the past.  

Regarding the event that took place, Joseph Smith stated that- 

“…the authority of the Melchizedek Priesthood was manifested and conferred for the first 

time upon several of the Elders. It was clearly evident that the Lord gave us power in 

proportion to the work to be done, and strength according to the race set before us, and grace 

and help as our needs required.”33  

Here we have the testimony of Joseph Smith dating the time and event wherein the Melchizedek 

Priesthood was restored for the first time during his ministry. 

The Testimony of John Corrill mirrors that of Joseph Smith's. He also specifically identified the 

priesthood endowment as the Melchizedek Priesthood that was being administered for the first 

time: 

"The Melchizedek priesthood was then for the first time introduced, and conferred on several 

of the elders. In this chiefly consisted the endowment—it being a new order—and bestowed 

authority."34 

Lyman Wight was the first elder to receive the honor of receiving the Melchizedek priesthood 
endowment. He is also one of the three to be transfigured and have the heaven's opened and to 
see the Father and the Son. Here is Lyman’s reminiscence of the event; 

“On the 4th of June 1831, a conference was held at Kirtland, <Ohio> represented by all the 
above mamed [named] branches; Joseph Smith our modern Prophet presided; and here I again 
saw the visible manifestations of the power of God as plain as could have been on the day of 
pentecost and here for the first time I saw the Melchisedec priesthood introduced into the 
church of Jesus Christ as anciently; whereunto I was ordained under the hands of Joseph Smith, 
and I then ordainded Joseph and Sidney and sixteen others such as he chose unto the same 
priesthood. The spirit of God was made manifest to the heeling of the sick, cast<ing> out 
devils, speaking in unknown tongues, discerning of spirits, and prophesying with mighty 
power, After the two days the conference broke up receiving the revelation which appointed 
28 elders their Mission to Missouri" 
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 History of The Church, 1:175-177 
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 History of the Mormons (1839), p.18 



Parley P. Pratt, who was present, later recalled that “several were then selected by revelation, 

through president Smith, and ordained to the High Priesthood after the order of the Son of 

God; which is after the order of Melchisedec. This was the first occasion in which this 

priesthood had been revealed and conferred upon the Elders in this dispensation.” 35 

 Following this conference, the majority of the 23 High Priests were called upon to travel to 

Jackson County, preaching the gospel along the way. Lyman Wight was very bold and specific 

about which priesthood had been restored while on his missionary journey to Zion. As Elder 

Wight traveled on this mission, he would inform people that "he was a preacher of the gospel 

after the order of Melchizedek".36 

Those five testimonies from Joseph Smith, John Whitmer, Lyman Wight, John Corrill and Parley P. 
Pratt are all quite consistent with each other and clear about the fact that the restoration of the 
Melchizedek priesthood took place at a special conference at the Morley Farm for the first time 
in June of 1831. 

The timing of the special conference at the Morley Farm is very significant. The church was in its 
infancy and had just migrated to Kirtland as a result of the Lord’s admonition to gather there so 
that he could give them the law of consecration and an endowment  of power which would 
enable them to escape the power of the enemy; 

“And that ye might escape the power of the enemy, and be gathered unto me a righteous 
people, without spot and blameless— Wherefore, for this cause I gave unto you the 
commandment that ye should go to the Ohio; and there I will give unto you my law; and there 
you shall be endowed with power from on high“37 

Sadly, church authorities and apologists like Brigham Young and B.H. Roberts have 

mischaracterized this event, whether intentionally or just of their own confusion. They claim that 

at the conference the elders were simply being ordained to the office of High Priest which was 

part of the priesthood that Peter, James, and John restored. This of course was done to reconcile 

their belief that only two priesthood orders had been restored and that the Melchizedek 

Priesthood had previously been restored by Peter James and John in 1829.38 

The event that took place at that special conference is arguably the most significant event of the 

restoration movement having to do with the opening of the heavens and the bestowal of 
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 Autobiography of Parley P. Pratt, edited by his son, Parley P. Pratt [Salt Lake City: Deseret Book Co., 1985], 53.) 
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 Adapted from LDS Biographical Encyclopedia, Andrew Jenson, Vol. 4, p.333  (See also Gapages) 
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 Section 38 ( as will virtually all prophecies, this on has a dual fulfillment. There was a shadow filfullment of the High Priesths getting 
power from on high at the Morley Farm, however, futher study into the prophesies contained in modern revelation reveals that during 
Joseph's second commission in the 3rd watch, the High Priests will get the endowment in the Kirtland Temple.) 
38

 (History of The Church, 1:176) 

http://www.gapages.com/wightl1.htm


Priesthood. Unfortunately, the modern church misunderstands and marginalizes the profound 

significance of the event.  

How is the Melchizedek Priesthood Bestowed? 

In accordance with the protocol mentioned in the JST, that one must be called to the 

Melchizedek Priesthood by the calling of God's voice out of heaven, Joseph Smith received, by 

direct revelation, the names of 23 men that were in attendance at that conference who God was 

calling to be high priests in the Melchizedek priesthood. 

 On that occasion, three of the participants that were ordained to the Melchizedek Priesthood 

had the heavens opened and they saw the Father and the Son. 

The remaining elders among the newly ordained had the promise that they would eventually see 

God upon faithfulness. 

The story behind each of these men and what happened in their lives is fascinating. Some 

apostatized. Referencing these amazing events relating to the restoration and loss of the 

Melchizedek priesthood during the LDS restoration movement, the Lord would later declare that 

"many are called but few are chosen".39 

Rejecting the Historicity of the Restoration of the Melchizedek Priesthood 

Many of the journal and diaries note that this event represented or was supposed to represent 

the ushering in of a great "endowment", a "work of miracles" and the beginning of a "mighty 

work".40 From these accounts, it is evident that the first definition of the word endowment had 

specific reference to being called to the Melchizedek Priesthood by the voice of God out of the 

heavens.  
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 For a more detail review of this topic, please see part four of the Savior in Kirtland series 
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 “June 3, 1831. A general conference was called, and a blessing promised, if the elders were faithful, and humble before him. 
Therefore the elders assembled from the East, and the West, from the North and the South. And also many members.” 
Others remembered the “blessing” that was to be poured out as being referred to as an “endowment“. This is the early and more 
accurate use of the term endowment in LDS theology;“… About this time Solomon Came to see me and brought Zebedee Coltrin along 
he held some meetings and wanted I should go to Kirtland with him we started the latter part of May got there by the Last of the 
month I lerned that on the fourth of June there was to be an indowment of some Elders” Levi HancockOthers described the promised 
events as the beginning of the “great and mighty work” and that it would involve the “work of miracles“. (spelling corrections from 
these accounts have not been made. Many of these good people spell the same way I do!)  “As the 4th of June last was appointed for 
the sessions of the conference, it was ascertained, that that was the time specified, when the great and mighty work was to be 
commenced, and such was the confidence of some, that knowledge superceded their faith, and they did not hesitate to declare 
themselves perfectly assured that the work of miracles would commence at the ensuing conference. With such strong assurances, 
and with the most elevated expectations, the conference assembled at the time appointed. To give, if possible, energy to 
expectation, Smith, the day before the conference, professing to be filled with the spirit of prophecy, declared, that “not three days 
should pass away, before some should see their Savior, face to face.” (Ezra Booth)  John Corrill makes reference of this in his 
reminiscence of the event: “… there was a revelation received, requiring the prophet to call the elders together, that they might receive 
an endowment. This was done, and the meeting took place some time in June. 
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By using the content in the priesthood discourse that Joseph Smith delivered in Nauvoo, along 

with the passage contained in the JST, which reveals that the Melchizedek Priesthood can only be 

bestowed by the voice of God out of heaven, along with the historical event that took place at 

the Morley Farm, it is not difficult to resurrect the truth about the restoration of the Melchizedek 

priesthood that has been forgotten, denied, lost, and/or mischaracterized over the years.  

Other witnesses of the restoration of the Melchizedek Priesthood 

A Second Witness from Joseph's Journal 

Although the above documentation of the restoration of the Melchizedek priesthood is 

compelling, the Lord has provided additional witnesses which also validate that there are three 

distinct levels of priesthood.  

When Joseph Smith dictated his first attempt at a personal history in 1832 he made this remark: 

“A History of the life of Joseph Smith Jr an account of his marvilous experience and of all the 
mighty acts which he doeth in the name of Jesus Christ the son of the living God of whom he 
beareth record and also an account of the rise of the church of Christ in the eve of time 
according as the Lord brought forth and established by his hand firstly he receiving the 
testimony from on high 
[The first vision] 
secondly the ministering of Angels 
[Moroni -Book of Mormon plates] 
thirdly the reception of the holy Priesthood by the ministring of Angels to adminster the letter 
of the Gospel – the Law and commandments as they were given unto him – and the ordinencs 
[John the Baptist (are Peter, James and John included here?)], forthly a confirmation and 
reception of the high Priesthood after the holy order of the son of the living God power and 
ordinence from on high to preach the Gospel in the administration and demonstration of the 
spirit the Kees of the Kingdom of God confered upon him [visit of Peter, James and John, or is 
this a reference to the restoration of the office of high priest?] and the continuation of the 
blessings of God to him &c” 

I intentionally left the brackets highlighted in yellow, which show the notated comments and 

question marks that the LDS scholars with the corporate "two gospel" world view made. 

Notice how confused they are and how they are having difficulty making the statement of Joseph 

Smith conform to the erroneous "two priesthood" teachings of the corporate church.  

They seem surprised that Joseph is lumping the first two patriarchal priesthood restorations 

having to do with "angels" (plural) together. 



They are compelled to consider that the final reception of the high priesthood may have been 

referring to the ordination of the High Priests at the Morley Farm. 

It is obvious, by virtue of the fact that Joseph speaks of angels (plural) and ordinaces (plural), that 

he is not simply referencing the priesthood that was restored by John the Baptist, that could only 

baptize and not confirm.  He was referring to both the Aaronic and patriarchal priesthoods 

jointly. 

Also, notice how the first two priesthoods were for the purpose of administering the “letter of 

the Gospel – the Law and commandments.. and the ordinances” while the priesthood after the 

order of the Son of God was to “preach the Gospel in the administration and demonstration of 

the spirit”. 

He clearly refers to the "high priesthood" as having the power to "preach the gospel in the 

administration and demonstration of the spirit" and as being associated with having the keys of 

the  kingdom "conferred" upon him . This explains why the saints could not go forth preaching 

the gospel in power on the way to their attempt at establishing Zion until AFTER they had 

received the Melchizedek priesthood. 

In Section 84 the Lord commands the first laborers of the last kingdom to go forth in POWER and 

he clearly explains what types of spiritual gifts and power will be manifest when God's servants 

are preaching the gospel in the administration and demonstration of the spirit.41 

Although this command was not fulfilled during Joseph's first ministery, it is the belief of this 

author that it will be fulfilled during his second commission. 
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 Therefore, go ye into all the world; and unto whatsoever place ye cannot go ye shall send, that the testimony may go from you into all 
the world unto every creature. 
63  And as I said unto mine apostles, even so I say unto you, for you are mine apostles, even God's high priests; ye are they whom my 
Father hath given me; ye are my friends; 
64  Therefore, as I said unto mine apostles I say unto you again, that every soul who believeth on your words, and is baptized by water 
for the remission of sins, shall receive the Holy Ghost. 
65  And these signs shall follow them that believe— 
66  In my name they shall do many wonderful works; 
67  In my name they shall cast out devils; 
68  In my name they shall heal the sick; 
69  In my name they shall open the eyes of the blind, and unstop the ears of the deaf; 
70  And the tongue of the dumb shall speak; 
71  And if any man shall administer poison unto them it shall not hurt them; 
72  And the poison of a serpent shall not have power to harm them. 
73  But a commandment I give unto them, that they shall not boast themselves of these things, neither speak them before the world; 
for these things are given unto you for your profit and for salvation. 
74  Verily, verily, I say unto you, they who believe not on your words, and are not baptized in water in my name, for the remission of 
their sins, that they may receive the Holy Ghost, shall be damned, and shall not come into my Father's kingdom where my Father and I 
am. 

http://www.threewatches.blogspot.com/


Section one also explains how that greatest priesthood power will be held by the servants when 

they return to complete their mission: 

“And the voice of warning shall be unto all people, by the mouths of my disciples, whom I have 

chosen in these last days. And they shall go forth and NONE SHALL STAY THEM. BEHOLD THIS IS 

MY AUTHORITY, AND THE AUTHORITY OF MY SERVANTS…. TO THEM IS POWER GIVEN TO SEAL 

BOTH ON EARTH AND IN HEAVEN, THE UNBELEIVING AND REBELLIOUS…”. 

Notice how the following passage in section 50 prepared the way for the restoration of the 

Melchizedek Priesthood by speaking about the Melchizedek priesthood endowment that was 

about to be poured out upon the worthy elders at the Morley Farm the Lord says : 

“..he that is ORDAINED OF GOD and sent forth, the same is appointed to be the greatest, not 
withstanding he is the least and the servant of all. 

Wherefore, he is possessor of all things; for all things are subject unto him, both in heaven and 
on the earth, the life and the light, the Spirit and the power, sent forth by the will of the Father 
through Jesus Christ his Son. 

But no man is possessor of all things except he is purified and cleansed from all sin.” 

We know that passage is speaking about Melchizedek Priesthood because that is the priesthood 

that is directly "ordained of God"42, not by men or angels. Notice also how he who is appointed 

to this priesthood is the GREATEST and becomes a POSSESSOR OF ALL Things, but is also the 

servant of all. 

"by the calling of his own voice" 

Perhaps one of the most profound and revealing passages of scripture which distinguishes the 
highest priesthood from the first two, is found in the JST of the Old Testament; 

“And thus, having been approved of God, he was ordained an high priest after the order of the 
covenant which God made with Enoch, It being after the order of the Son of God; which order 
came, not by man, nor the will of man; neither by father nor mother; neither by beginning of 
days nor end of years; but of God 

And it was delivered unto men by the calling of his own voice, according to his own will, unto 
as many as believed on his name. For God having sworn unto Enoch and unto his seed with an 
oath by himself; that every one being ordained after this order and calling should have power, 
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 Although the voice of God out of heaven could be considered an ordination from God, the Lord has also revealed how he directly lays 
his hands on the head of a mortal by the process of divine possession. See D&C 36:2 And I will lay my hand upon you by the hand of my 
servant SidneyRigdon, and you shall receive my Spirit, the Holy Ghost, even the Comforter, which shall teach you the peaceable things 
of the kingdom; 

http://www.lds.org/scriptures/search?lang=eng&query=by+the+hand+of+Sidney+rigdon&x=-1049&y=-397


by faith, to break mountains, to divide the seas, to dry up waters, to turn them out of their 
course; to put at defiance the armies of nations, to divide the earth, to break every band, to 
stand in the presence of God; to do all things according to His will, according to his command, 
subdue principalities and powers; and this by the will of the Son of God which was from before 
the foundation of the world” JST Gen 14:25-40 

As as been clearly shown, the fulness of the Melchizedek priesthood has tremendous power 
associated with it. One only need read about Enoch and Melchizedek in the JST and the Pearl of 
Great Price to realize that true Melchizedek priesthood power is not being experienced in the 
church. 

Once a person begins to realize what the Melchizedek priesthood is and how the restoration of it 
at the special conference at the Morley Farm fits into the LDS restoration movement, the 
passages in the D&C will read much differently and will identify the reality of the Melchizedek 
priesthood and differentiate it from the other priesthoods. 

Rejecting the Fulness 

Since the fulness of the priesthood was rejected following its restoration, the gifts and 

manifestations of the spirit soon dissipated. Some of the newly ordained High Priests like Ezra 

Booth eventually became hardened towards the light of the gospel and rejected the event as a 

fraud. 

David Whitmer, another one of the original 23 High Priests would also eventually reject the event 

as being the restoration of the Melchizedek Priesthood, claiming that Christ was the last high 

Priest. He felt Joseph and everyone else had been deceived and blamed the event on Sidney 

Rigdon.43 
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Claim of David Whitmer:  “The next grievous error which crept into the church was in ordaining high priests in June, 1831. This error 
was introduced at the instigation of Sydney Rigdon. The office of high priests was never spoken of, a revelation would always come just 
as they desired it. Rigdon finally persuaded Brother Joseph and never thought of being established in the church until Rigdon came 
in.Remember that we had been preaching from August 1829, until June, 1831—almost two years—and had baptized about 2,000 
members into the Church of Christ, and had not one high priest. During 1829, several times we were told by Brother Joseph that an 
elder was the highest office in the church….In Kirkland, Ohio, in 1831, Rigdon would expound the Old Testament scriptures of the Bible 
and Book of Mormon (in his way) to Joseph, concerning the priesthood, high priests, etc., and would persuade Brother Joseph to inquire 
of the Lord about this doctrine, and of course to believe that the high priests which had such great power in ancient times, should be in 
the Church of Christ to-day. He had Brother Joseph inquire of the Lord about it, and they received an answer according to their erring 
desires..High Priests were only in the church before Christ; and to have this office in the “Church of Christ” is not according to the 
teachings of Christ in either of the sacred books: Christ himself is our great and last High Priest.Brethren—I will tell you one thing which 
alone should settle this matter in your minds; it is this: you cannot find in the New Testament part of the Bible or Book of Mormon 
where one single high priest was ever in the Church of Christ. It is a grievous sin to have such an office in the church. As well might you 
add to the teachings of Christ—circumcision—offering up the sacrifice of animals—or break the ordinances of Christ in any other way by 
going back to the old law of Moses..In Kirtland, Ohio, in June, 1831,… the first High Priests were ordained…. When they were ordained, 
right there at the time, the devil caught and bound Harvey Whitlock so he could not speak, his face twisted into demon-like shape. Also 
John Murdock and others were caught by the devil in a similar manner. Now brethren, do you not see that the displeasure of the Lord 
was upon their proceedings, in ordaining High Priests? Of course it was” (David Whitmer- An address to All Believers in Christ) 



Brigham Young, who had the gospel preached to him at the same approximate time that Lyman 

Wight who immediately received the good news with rejoicing, took two years to ponder things 

over.44 He was not even a member of the church when the special conference was held, yet he 

would later declare with authority that the High Priest endowment at the Morley Farm really 

only represented the ordination to an "office" in the priesthood previously restored by Peter 

James and John.  

Interestingly, Brigham Young and his close associate, Heber C. Kimball, were the only members of 

the quorum of the Twelve that were never ordained to the Melchizedek Priesthood. Brigham 

claimed that the apostleship holds all of the keys that can be conferred upon mortal man45 

Brigham's claim that the apostleship holds all of the keys is problematic on many levels.46 Joseph 

had explained that the Melchizedek priesthood held greater power than that of an apostle: 

“That of Melchizedek who had still greater power even power of an endless life of which was 

our Lord Jesus Christ which also Abraham obtained by the offering of his son Isaac which was 

not the power of a Prophet nor apostle nor patriarch only, but of King & Priest to God to open 

the windows of heaven and pour out the peace & Law of endless Life to man &No man can 

attain to the Joint heirship with Jesus Christ with out being administered to by one having the 

same power and authority of Melchizedek.” 47 

Historical revisionists like B H Roberts, would later side with Brigham Young's characterization of 

the event and discredit or reinterpret the declaration by Joseph Smith that the Mechizedek 

Priesthood was restored for the first time in 1831 at the Morley Farm. 

They would reinterpret the historical event and teach that Joseph was really just restoring the 

"office" of "High Priest" which was part of the priesthood that Peter James and John restored. 
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 “When the [B]ook of Mormon was first printed, it came to my hands in two or three weeks afterwards. Did I believe, on the first 
intimation of it? . . . ‘Hold on,’ says I. . . . ‘Wait a little while; what is the doctrine of the book, and of the revelations the Lord has given? 
Let me apply my heart to them. . . . I considered it to be my right to know for myself, as much as any man on earth. I examined the 
matter studiously for two years before I made up my mind to receive that book. . . . I wished time sufficient to prove all things for 
myself.” He later recalled: “I was not baptized on hearing the first sermon, nor the second, nor during the first year of my acquaintance 
with this work.” “I watched to see whether good common sense was manifest; and if they had that, I wanted them to present it in 
accordance with the Scriptures. . . . [W]hen I had ripened everything in my mind, I drank it in, and not till then.” 
45

 “Now will it cause some of you to marvel that I was not ordained a High Priest before I was ordained an apostle? It was William 
McLellin who told Joseph that I and Heber were not ordained High Priests, and wanted to know if it should not be done.Said Joseph, 
“Will you insult the priesthood? Is that all the knowledge you have of the office of an Apostle? Do you not know that the man who 
receives the apostleship receives all the keys that ever were, or that can be conferred upon mortal man?When a man is ordained to be 
an Apostle, his Priesthood is without beginning of days, or end of life, like the Priesthood of Melchizedek; for it was his Priesthood that 
was spoken of in this language, and not the man. Brigham Young, April 6, 1853, 1:137 
46

 First, when the apostles were first called and ordained, they were warned that their callings would not be complete until the Savior 
personally lays his hands on their heads. Secondly, it is illogical that Joseph would find it necessary to ordain most of the other apostles 
to the Melchizedek priesthood if they already held all of the priesthood keys. Thirdly, Martin Harris was one of the 23 men ordained and 
he was only an Aaronic Priesthood holder. If Brighams claims were true, he would have needed to first be ordained to the priesthood 
associated with the ordinations made by Peter, James and John.  
47

 Words of Joseph Smith 245 



Historical revisionists have led truth seekers down the wrong path for the better part of two 

hundred years on this issue.  

The fact that Book of Mormon witness, Martin Harris was one of the 23 men who were ordained 

to the Melchizedek Priesthood, provides one of many reasons why the logic of Young and 

Roberts was faulty, because Harris had only been given the Aaronic Priesthood prior to his 

ordination as a high priest at the special conference at the Morley Farm.  If one needed to be 

ordained to the priesthood associated with the ordination from Peter, James, and John before 

being ordained to the "office" of High Priest, within that priesthood, Harris would not have 

qualified without having that separate priesthood conferred upon him first. 

Section 84 reveals that holders of either of the lineage based priesthoods, upon righteousness, 

can be called to the priesthood of Melchizedek. 

In verses 33-35 we have a confirmation that all three orders of priesthood exist and that it is 

through faithfulness in the two lesser priesthoods, that men become the sons of Moses and 

Aaron and the seed of Abraham and become elected by God to the fulness. Notice how verse 33 

speaks of "two priesthoods" (plural) leading up to "this Priesthood" (singular). 

"For whoso is faithful unto the obtaining these two priesthoods of which I have spoken, [ ie, 
Aaronic and Patriarchal ] and the magnifying their calling, are sanctified by the Spirit unto the 
renewing of their bodies. They become the sons of Moses and of Aaron and the seed of 
Abraham, and the church and kingdom, and the elect of God. And also all they who receive this 
priesthood receive me, [ ie, the Melchizedek Priesthood] saith the Lord" 
 

Clearly, the office of high priest that was being conferred that day at the Isaac Morley Farm, was 

not an office in the patriarchal, Abrahamic priesthood related to the priesthood ordination 

associated with the visit of Peter James and John. It represented the restoration of the third and 

highest priesthood, the Melchizedek Priesthood, or priesthood after the Order of the Son of 

Good.  

Doubting Took Place 

Sadly, John Corrill noted, "some doubting took place among the elders" regarding the nature of 

the events that took place at the special conference. People began to question and then revolt 

against the priesthood endowment that had been made.  

http://emp.byui.edu/SATTERFIELDB/Rel341/June%201831%20Conference.html


In  section 96, the Lord declares that some of the original High Priests and others ordained to the 

priesthood afterwards, had been called but not chosen, and had sinned a grevious sin48 

Joseph had warned that:  

“The moment we revolt from anything that comes from God, the Devil takes power.” (TPJS 

214-5) 

Shortly after the restoration of the Melchizedek Priesthood, the Lord scolded the elders for 

taking things lightly: 

“And your minds in times past have been darkened because of unbelief and because you have 
treated lightly the things you have received- which vanity and unbelief have brought the whole 
church under condemnation.  

And this condemnation resteth upon the children of zion even all. And they shall remain under 
this condemnation until they repent and remember the new [and everlasting] covenant, even 
the book of Mormon and the former commandments which I have given them, not only to say, 
but to do according to that which I have written-  

that they may bring forth fruit meet for their Fathers kingdom; otherwise there remaineth a 
scourge and judgment to be poured out upon the children of Zion. For shall the children of Zion 
pollute mine holy land? Verily, I say unto you nay!”49 

The above passages have been quoted profusely by members of the church and even general 

authorities without even having the proper contextual understanding that the condemnation 

was largely associated with the rejection of the fulness of the Melchizedek priesthood that had 

been restored at the Morley Farm.  

The Book of Mormon had testified of the priesthood of Melchizedek which is spoken about or 

alluded to in both Alma 13 and the visit of Christ to the Nephites. It also testified that the 

believing portion  of the gentiles would initially50 reject the fullness during Joseph's first 

commission. 

“And thus commandeth the Father that I should say unto you: At that day when the Gentiles 

shall sin against my gospel, and shall reject the fulness of my gospel, and shall be lifted up in 

the pride of their hearts above all nations, and above all the people of the whole earth, and 
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shall be filled with all manner of lyings, and of deceits, and of mischiefs, and all manner of 

hypocrisy, and murders and priestcrafts, and whoredoms, and of secret abominations; and if 

they shall do all those things, and shall reject the fulness of my gospel, behold, saith the 

Father, I will bring the fulness of my gospel from among them.”51 

Again, the above passage is oft quoted by latter day saints, but not in the full context of rejecting 

the fulness of the priesthood that was restored at the special conference at the Morley Farm. 

One needs to understand what the fulness of priesthood is and how it was briefly restored and 

then rejected in order to fully comprehend what the Savior was speaking about in the above 

quote. 

The Fulness of the Priesthood was Lost 

After the church was condemned and cursed in Kirtland, they fled to Far West, then to Nauvoo 

where they were rejected as a church with their dead for failing to repent, have a reformation, 

and complete the Nauvoo Temple wherein the fulness of the priesthood could be restored.. 

Eventually a large body of the apostate saints fled to Utah. The only major revelation of doctrinal 

and prophetic interest that was received in Nauvoo was section 124 which informed the saints 

that the fulness of the priesthood had been lost; 

“..build a house to my name for the most high to dwell therein. For there is not a place found 
on earth that he may come to and RESTORE AGAIN that which was LOST UNTO YOU, or which 
he hath TAKEN AWAY, even the fullness of the priesthood.” (124:28) 

Despite this ominous declaration, Joseph Smith reassured the saints that Isaiah speaks of the 

time when the fulness of the priesthood that had been lost, would again be restored to the earth 

“Awake, awake; put on thy strength, O Zion; put on thy beautiful garments, O Jerusalem, the 
holy city: for henceforth there shall no more come into thee the uncircumcised and the 
unclean. Shake thyself from the dust; arise, and sit down, O Jerusalem: loose thyself from the 
bands of thy neck, O captive daughter of Zion.”52  

Providing additional clarity and context the prophet responded to a question about the above 
verses; 

“Questions by Elias Higbee: What is meant by the command in Isaiah, 52d chapter, 1st verse, 
which saith: Put on thy strength, O Zion—and what people had Isaiah reference to? 
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He had reference to those whom God should call in the last days, who should hold the power 
of priesthood to bring again Zion, and the redemption of Israel; and to put on her strength is to 
put on the authority of the priesthood, which she, Zion, has a right to by lineage; also to return 
to that power which she had lost.”53  

Joseph Smith also acknowledged in a sermon given on May 16, 1841 that the priesthood would 

eventually be RESTORED TO THE PROMISED SEED AND THEY WOULD BECOME SAVIORS ON MT 

ZION  

“The election of the promised seed still continues and in the last days they shall have the 

Priesthood RESTORED unto them and they shall be Saviors on Mount Zion and be the ministers 

of our God.” 

Virtually everything that took place during the restoration movement from 1829 to 1844 was 

interrelated to, and much of it, predicated upon, the restoration of the Melchizedek priesthood 

that took place at the special conference at the Morley Farm. Virtually every major revelation 

from Section 52 on, can only be fully understood with the contextual background provided  by 

this amazing event wherein a priesthood endowment was bestowed and then rejected. Modern 

revelation alludes to the fact that the terms "fulness of the Gospel" and "fulness of Priesthood" 

are essentially synonymous.54 

God's Relationship with the Restored Church 

The author of PTHG does a great job of explaining that the Saints in Nauvoo failed to complete 

the Nauvoo Temple in the time frame that the Lord had designated, and therefore became 

rejected as a church with their dead. 

I agree with the scenario he paints and will not address the topic in detail in this paper. I do 

however, want to provide the following bullet points that provide the pattern, regarding Gods 

relationship with the Latter day Saints that is identified in modern revelation and some 

significant events that took place in the early days of the restored church.  

This is important because it provides context to what was happening prior to , during, and after 

the reception, and rejection of the fulness of the Gospel/Priesthood: 

 March of 1829 (section 5) The Church is beginning to come forth out of wilderness 
 March of 1829 (section 5- Original Revelation published in Book of Commandments but 

deleted when  1835 D&C is published) Lord warns that He will deliver this generation over 
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to Satan if they harden their hearts. (Although the following documentation will show that 
he made good on this conditional prophecy, this should not be seen as something that is 
hopeless, rather, God did it as a temporary chastisement that will end with a merciful 
deliverance for those that repent and return unto God. God delivered his people over to 
the enemy anciently as well but did not ultimately forsake them- Lev 26:25  2Kings 21:14 
Nehemiah 9:27) 

 April 6 1830 (Sections 20 & 21)The restored Church is formally organized by revelation as 
the “Church of Christ” 

 October 1830 (Section 33) Church has been establish and called forth out of wilderness 
 January 2, 1831.   (Section 38) Saints commanded to go to Ohio to get the Law and 

Endowed with Power (Even though church and gospel was restored, they did not yet have 
the whole law or full power of the gospel) 

 February of 1831 (Section 42) The Law of the Gospel is Given (Consecration) 
 June 1831 Fulness of the Melchizedek Priesthood and Gospel Restored at Morley Farm 

(The priesthood restored by Peter James and John had never been referred to as the 
Melchizedek Priesthood during the previous two years. Joseph would later reveal that the 
two lower priesthoods only had power to administer the law of the gospel but not in 
spirit.) 

 February 1831 (Section 43) The Law of Succession and Succession Prophecy are given. 
The church is not to receive the teachings of anyone as revelations and commandments 
who has not been appointed by God through Joseph. Nobody will be appointed by God 
through Joseph Smith before Joseph is taken unless Joseph transgresses. (Section 90 will 
later confirm that another will be called by the Lord through Joseph prior to Joseph being 
taken “Through you shall the oracles be given to another” and finally, in Section 124 
Hyrum is called by the Lord through Joseph, before Joseph is taken. Prior to the 
martyrdom, Joseph announces he will not prophecy for the church anymore, Hyrum is the 
sole prophet seer and revelator of the church before the martyrdom). 

 August 1831 (Section 63 “I, the Lord, am angry with the wicked; I am holding my Spirit 
from the inhabitants of the earth…...and the saints also shall hardly escape; nevertheless, 
I, the Lord, am with them, and will come down in heaven from the presence of my Father 
and consume the wicked with unquenchable fire.And behold, this is not yet, but by and by. 
(Definition of Hardly: “Scarcely; barely; almost not.”) 

 September 11, 1831 (Section 64) The Lord declares that September 11 1836, is the drop 
dead date for the redemption of Zion in that generation. 

 October 25 1831- (Section 66) Declaration that the Fulness of the Gospel had been 
received by William McClellin who had been ordained a High Priest (indicating that the 
fulness of the Gospel was synonymous with the fulness of the Priesthood. ) 

 November 1 1831 (Section One) Christ declares that the Church (which had now received 
the fulness of Melchizedek Priesthood) is the “True and Living Church” and that it will 
come forth again out of obscurity and darkness (The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter day 
Saints did not exist at the time this pronouncement was made) 



 1832 Joseph Smith writes in his history and reveals that the first  two priesthoods are  
received by angels, for the administration of the “law of the Gospel“. He then defines the 
third priesthood (received at the Morley Farm) as the “High Priesthood after the holy 
order of the Son of the Living God… to preach the gospel in the administration and 
demonstration of the spirit“( Joseph Smith Letterbook 1, pp. 1-6. Published in: Dean 
Jessee, Personal Writings of Joseph Smith) 

 April 26th 1832 (section 82) “And the anger of God kindleth against the inhabitants of 
the earth; and none doeth good, for all have gone out of the way“. (D&C 82:6 see also 
 35:1 & Moroni 10:12) Following that announcement, the leading high Priests are bound 
by covenant to administer the storehouse and law of consecration   (This is the official 
start of a two year effort to live consecration that ultimately failed- see section 104 April 
23, 1834) 

 September 22-23  1832 (Section 84) the Church is declared to be under condemnation for 
taking the BofM and revelations lightly.  

 January 4, 1833 “The Lord declared to His servants, some eighteen months since, that He 
was then withdrawing His Spirit from the earth and we can see that such is the fact for 
not only the churches are dwindling away, but there are no conversions, or but very few”  
Declaration made by JS See Times and Seasons [Nauvoo, Illinois] 5 [15 November 1844], 
21:705-707 [D&C 63:32 was given 18 months prior to the above statement that was made]  

 May 6 1833 (Section 93) “And now, verily I say unto Joseph Smith, Jun.—You have not 
kept the commandments, and must needs stand rebuked before the Lord“. 

 November 1833 1200 Saints in Jackson County were expelled by a mob. 
 December 1833 (Section 101) “were the churches, who call themselves after my name, 

willing to hearken to my voice.“ (No longer is the Lord calling them after his name, rather, 
they call themselves by His name) 

 February 17 1834 (Section 102) “president of the High Council” (of High Priests and 
President of the Church )  must be appointed by revelation and sustained by the Church. 
(This requirement is changed in section 107 after the fulness of the gospel is rejected and 
the name of Christ is taken out of the Church. See March of 1835 below) 

 February 24 1834 (Section 103) Conditional promise given, if Saints “hearken to obey all 
the words which I the Lord their God shall speak unto them, they shall never cease to 
prevail until the kingdoms of the world are subdued…But inasmuch as they keep not my 
commandments, and hearken not to observe all my words, the kingdoms of  the world 
shall prevail against them.” 

 April 23rd 1834 (Section 104) The Lord announces that “the covenants [had been] broken 
through transgression. (This brings the two year attempt to live consecration to an end by 
the breaking of the covenant See section 82 April 26th 1832 and Isaiah 24) 

 May 3, 1834 (HC 2:62-63) Conference of the Church held ten days after breaking law of 
consecration and officially removes the name of Christ from the name of the Church and 
changes name to “Church of the Latter day Saints”. 

 June 22,1834 (Section 105) Revelation given to Zion’s Camp. The expidition to redeem Zion 
is called off. Because of Transgression-Zion and her laws must wait for a little season 



 June 24 (Uncanonized Revelation calling 15 High Priests to gather up the strength of Zion 
(to be fulfilled at a future time). Algernon Sidney Gilbert rejected his calling and was 
struck dead from what is believed to have been cholera. 14 others died as well.   

 August of 1834 Joseph Smith writes letter to Leaders in Zion identifying Sept 11th 1836 as 
the date by which Zion needed to be established if obedient. (His observation obviously 
taken from declaration of the Lord in section 64 given on Sept 11 1831) 

 November 29 1834  Joseph and Oliver enter into “Covenant of Tithing” “for the 
continuance of blessings“. This covenant probably made possible the continuance of 
spiritual gospel blessings under grace despite breaking of the covenant of consecration by 
collective church, until the Lord came in secret to his temple after which the saints had the 
keys of the Gospel of Abraham and the law of mercy. ( see HC under this date and also 
Section 110 April 3 1836) 

 December 5th 1834 An un-canonized revelation announced condemnation upon leaders 
and members of the Church. There must be a reformation in ALL THINGS. (UnPub Rev  Pg 
73) 

 March of 1835 (section 107) President of the High Priests and of the Church is to be 
chosen by the body of High Priests. This is a change from section 102 made after the 
name change of the church instead of by revelation. It appears as if the nature and calling 
of High Priest has transitioned to a downgraded position as a result of the breaking of the 
covenant and name change of the church, similar to some of the patriarchal High Priests of 
the Old Testament (compare with February 17 1834 section 102, prior to name change of 
the church) 

 November 3 1835 (Pg 79 Unpub Rev) Condemnation of 12 Apostles: Joseph receives 
revelation stating that the 12 apostles are under condemnation: ” Behold they are under 
condemnation, because they have not been sufficiently humble in my sight…but verily I 
say unto you, they must all humble themselves before me, before they will be accounted 
worthy to receive an endowment, to go forth in my name unto all nations”  Shortly after 
this Joseph meets with the 12 apostles and tells them their minds are dark and they need 
to prepare their hearts:” the endowment you are so anxious about you cannot 
comprehend now, nor could Gabriel explain it to the understanding of your dark minds, 
but strive to be prepared in your hearts”. rumors about lots of people seeing angels and 
having the heavens opened have been greatly exagerated at disclosed in the Book, The 
Savior in Kirtland. See this series 

 March 27 1836 Dedication of the Kirtland Temple was a disappointment based on what 
the expectations and conditional promises from the Lord. The saints had been promised 
that all of the pure in heart would see God. According to Kirtland historian Karl Anderson, 
there is no credible evidence that anyone saw God. (Section 109)  Dedicatory Prayer: 
Prophecy-prayer contains a prophecy that the Church will come forth out of wilderness at 
a future time. Last few verses petition the Lord to reinstate the name of Christ back into 
the name of the Church. On the Kirtland Temple it says: “The church of the Latter day 
Saints”. 

http://onewhoiswatching.wordpress.com/2013/02/09/the-savior-in-kirtland/


 April 3 1836 The Lord secretly comes to his temple with a curse to judgment and restores 
keys to the dispensation of Gospel of Abraham instead of the dispensation of the fulness 
of times (See Oliver’s Secret) 

 September 11 1836. NOTHING OF SIGNIFICANCE HAPPENED ON THAT DAY, which in fact 
is significant because Joseph had revealed in a letter written in August of 1834 that 
September 11th 1836 was the appointed time for the redemption of Zion (“Use every 
effort to prevail on the churches to gather to those regions and situate themselves to be 
in readiness to move into Jackson Co. in two years from the Eleventh of September next 
which is the appointed time for the redemption of Zion.”) In other words, it had been 
revealed to the the Prophet that if the saints repented and were valiant, September 11, 
1836, would be the appointed time. The promise was conditional. He warned that …. (If—
verily I say unto you—if the Church with one united effort perform their duties… the 
work shall be complete….and if we do not exert ourselves to the utmost in gathering up 
the strength of the Lord’s house that this thing may be accomplished, behold there 
remaineth a scourge for the Church, even that they shall be driven from city to city, and 
but few shall remain to receive an inheritance; if those things are not kept, there 
remaineth a scourge also; therefore, be wise this once, O ye children of Zion! and give 
heed to my counsel, saith the Lord” 

 June 4th 1837 (HC 2:489) “God revealed to me that something new must be done for the 
salvation of His Church”   “The Spirit of the Lord has whispered to me, ‘let my servant 
Heber go to England and proclaim my gospel and open the door of salvation to that nation. 
(This is consistent with the Prophecy of Christ in the Book of Mormon that the gospel 
would be taken to the House of Israel after Gentiles reject the fulness. See 3 Nephi 16:10-
13) 

 July 23 1837 (Section 112)The Lord declares that  “Darkness covers the whole earth and 
gross darkness the minds of the people, and ALL FLESH HAS BECOME CORRUPT BEFORE 
MY FACE“ 

 November 1837 Defiling of the Kirtland Temple: Failure of the Kirtland Safety Society 
resulting in a mass apostasy of many members and leaders of the Church. Related to this 
event, a fight broke out in the temple with leading members of the church threatening to 
kill each other. If the temple had not been defiled before this event, it surely was defiled at 
the time the fight broke out. (Documented by Eliza Snow and Lucy Smith) 

 March 1838 (Section 113) Joseph explains that Isaiah 11 prophesies that at a future time 
when he will bring again Zion, those who had been called in the last days would “put on 
the authority of the priesthood, which she, Zion has a right to by lineage; also to return 
to that power which she had lost” “These scattered remnants are exhorted to return to 
the Lord from whence they have fallen… if they do… he will speak to them [again] , or 
give them revelation.”“ 

 April 26 1838 (Section 115) This is a prophecy of what will happen when the events 
described in Isaiah 60 take place. At that time God’s scattered people will be called the 
“Church of Jesus Christ of Latter day Saints” which differentiates them from the “Church 
in Zion” which is composed of the righteous saints who have obeyed the law of 
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gathering. See also Matt. 12:30 (the passage does not not necessarily refer to the re-
institution of the name of Christ into the name of the church at the time the revelation 
was given, see the footnote for verse six) 

 July 8 1838 (Section 117) Oliver Granger is to pray for the REDEMPTION OF THE FIRST 
PRESIDENCY ( Definition of Redemption: the ransom or deliverance of sinners from the 
bondage of sin and the penalties of God’s violated law by the atonement of Christ- 
probably making reference to the sins upon apostate Israel upon the leaders of the church 
per the atonement statute.) 

 June  of 1831was a Pivital Time 

June of 1831 is a hugely significant and pivotal time in the history of the church because the 

restoration of the Melchizedek priesthood was categorically necessary to establish Zion. 

Once a person realizes what actually took place in June of 1831, they will have an epiphany that 

will create a huge paradigm shift in their understanding of the contents contained in modern 

revelation and of their understanding of the Gospel of Jesus Christ.  

The missionary expedition to the land of Zion that was mandated in section 52 took place at the 

tail end of the special conference as a direct result of the restoration of the Melchizedek 

priesthood! The hope of the redemption of Zion was predicated upon the restoration of the 

Melchizedek Priesthood that had just taken place. 

Every major doctrinal section of the D&C will read differently, from section 52 to section 124, 

once a person is able to understand this monumental event, differentiate the three orders of 

priesthood, understand the purpose of each of them, and realize that the Melchizedek 

priesthood was restored in 1831. 

It is important to understand that the Melchizedek priesthood must be restored  by the voice of 

God out of the heavens, instead of by angels, in 1829. 

Unfortunately there is not sufficient space  in this rebuttal to address this topic in depth. Those 

who would like to research this incredible topic further, may find some valuable information in 

the series that has been done regarding the special conference at the Morley Farm.55 

Having provided a very brief contextual primer on the three orders of the priesthood, I will now 

identify what I consider to be some serious mistakes that were made in PTHG. 
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First Five Rebuttal Points on Priesthood 

Rebuttal #1: Joseph Smith was Instrumental in Restoring Three Priesthoods not just Two 

The corporate church teaches that Joseph Smith only restored two orders of priesthood, namely 

the Aaronic and the Melchizedek. PTHG continues to perpetuate this tradition throughout the 

majority of the priesthood narrative.  

I believe I have shown conclusive evidence in the Melchizedek priesthood primer that Joseph 

Smith was instrumental in restoring three orders of priesthood, even though one did not remain 

on the earth very long. 

On pg 30 The author says, "Joseph clarified through revelation that there are two orders of 

priesthood which reckon from the time of Moses. One is called Aaronic, the other 

Melchizedek".56 The above statement along with the general priesthood narrative of the book 

continues to teach that Joseph Smith only restored two priesthoods. 

It is my contention that Joseph Smith was instrumental in restoring three orders of priesthood, 

not just two as it is taught in the corporate church and in PTHG. Furthermore, the Melchizedek 

priesthood is not currently among the saints even though they claim to have it.  
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 The reference for this claim is section 107:1 which reads as follows:"There are, in the church, two priesthoods, namely, the 

Melchizedek and Aaronic, including the Levitical Priesthood." The verse is only stating how many priesthoods there were in the church 

when the revelation was given in March of 1835. This verse is perhaps the passage of scripture that is the foundational doctrinal 

justification for the belief that  Joseph Smith only restored two priesthoods. The secondary one, which is somewhat similar and yet 

appears to be somewhat contradictory, is the following statement by Joseph Smith in his discourse on priesthood, "Abrahams 

Patriarchal power which is the greatest yet experienced in THIS church"This contradiction brings up a red flag. The Melchizedek 

priesthood primer has provided the evidence to show that Joseph definitely restored three priesthoods. The evidence provided dwarfs 

the evidence provided by one passage of scripture. Therefore, we need to drill down a little deeper contextually, to get to the bottom of 

this "apparent" discrepancy. Here are some reasons why the second statement by Joseph Smith is the more accurate one. 

1- The Church of Christ had rejected the fulness of the Gospel by 1834 according to sections 104 and 105 resulting in the name of Christ 

being taken out of the name of the condemned Church. This establishes the fact that the church being referred to in section 107, in 

1835 and the church referred to in the priesthood discourse in Nauvoo, were not the same church of Christ that was restored in 1829-

30 . 

2- Later in the section the protocol for chosing the first presidency of the  high priesthood is different than it was before the church was 

condemed. 

3- The section speaks about the offices within the Melchizedek priesthood, but there is only one office in the Melchizedek priesthood as 

demonstrated in the primer. 

Hence, it is apparent that the Melchizedek Priesthood spoken of in section 107 is the Patriarchal portion of the Melchizedek priesthood 

that was spoken of in the priesthood discourse. 

4- All priesthood is Melchizedeck; but there are different portions or degrees of it. That portion which brought Moses to speak with God 

face to face was taken away; but that which brought the ministry of angels remained. Clearly, the portion of Melchizedek priesthood 

mentioned in this section is the patriarchal portion. 

 



Rebuttal #2: Peter, James, and John did Not Restore the Melchizedek Priesthood 

PTHG states that Peter James and John restored the Melchizedek Priesthood.   

"Under the hands of of Peter James and John, Joseph Smith and Oliver Cowdery had conferred 

upon them the Melchizedek Prieshood and all of the offices come out of the this Priesthood" 

(Pg312).  

Based on the scriptural and historical evidence that I have provided above, I believe I have 

adequately documented that the above statement is not correct. In the words of historian 

Michael Quinn, "There is no evidence  that a restoration of what was later called the 

Melchizedek priesthood happened in June of 1829". 

It appears that the visitation of Peter, James, and John had to do with the Abrahamic priesthood. 

The Abrahamic or Patriarchal priesthood. Which as to do with the promise God made to 

Abraham, that all of the nations of the earth would be blessed as a result of a seedline through 

Abraham that would have the right, by lineage and/or ordination to preach and administer the 

Gospel of Jesus Christ.57   

The highest order of the Melchizedek Priesthood cannot be confirmed, conferred or ordained by 

angels. It must be administered by God's anointed servants, according to the voice of God out of 

heaven.  

Rebuttal Point #3: The Patriarchal Priesthood is NOT the "third order of the Priesthood" 

As previously mentioned, the priesthood narrative that only two priesthoods were restored 

through the instrumentality of Joseph Smith, is presented in PTHG. Nevertheless, on page 58 the 

author does briefly mention a "third order of priesthood referred to as Patriarchal Priesthood" 

while referencing the priesthood discourse of Joseph Smith in the footnote. 

At first I thought this strange and inconsistent with the two priesthood storyline until I noticed In 

an online document provided by the author regarding his belief in the Elijah Doctrine. In this 

online document the patriarchal priesthood is characterized as something that was had 

anciently, but apparently not during the restoration under Joseph Smith. In the online statement 

the author says,  
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 "..by blessing and also by right.." 

http://www.lds.org/scriptures/dc-testament/dc/124.91?lang=eng#90


"With the passing of the various dispensations, and the limitations put on wicked men, 

priesthood was  divided into three: Patriarchal, Melchizedek and Aaronic, including Levitical. In 

the church today we have two of those."58 

As you can see from both of those quotes, the author seems to be believe that the Patriarchal 
priesthood is the third order of the priesthood, or in other words, the highest priesthood of the 
three59, even higher than the Melchizedek priesthood. 
 
I am not aware of any scriptural or early historical justification for such a belief. I believe the 
discourse by Joseph Smith in Nauvoo and all of the associated documentation I have provided in 
the Melchizedek priesthood primer documentation shows that the patriarchal priesthood is the 
second order of priesthood and that the Melchizedek priesthood is the highest.  
 
Rebuttal Point #4: The First High Priests were ordained in June of 1831 NOT 1832 

The book PTHG perpetuates the modern church's misunderstanding of the event at the special 

conference at the Morley Farm as simply ordaining elders to the "office" of "High Priest" within 

the order of priesthood that had been restored by Peter, James, and John.  

As documented in the Melchizedek Priesthood Primer, that is not correct.  

Additionally, PTHG gives an erroneous date for when the first high priests were ordained: 

"On the third day of June 1832, the first high priests were ordained. Among the number was 

the Joseph Smith the Prophet." 

That date is wrong by one year. It was actually June of 1831.  

PTHG provides a reference for that date from a book I don't own. It is possible that the book he 

references also gives an erroneous date for the event. 

I believe the correct date is extremely important in understanding the chronology of events that 

were taking place at that period of time. For instance, the calling of the high priests is intimately 

connected with the mandate given to these High Priests in section 52 in June of 1831 to travel to 

the Land of Zion while proselytizing along the way.  
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 The online article was found at this address http://www.scribd.com/doc/166137628/Elijah-Denver-Snuffer. The last time I tried to 
retrieve it, it had been removed. The author also had articles about the Elijah Doctrine here http://denversnuffer.info/Elijah.pdf and 
here http://denversnuffer.info/HIstory_of_Elijah_Doctrine.pdf which were discovered and revealed by the Anarchist on August 27th. All 
three of these articles appear to have been removed!. 
59

 LDS Fundamentalists are notorious for claiming that the patriarchal priesthood is the third and highest priesthood and that it is higher 
than the Melchizedek Priesthood. They probably take this position to bolster their contention that patriarchal polygamy is a celestrial 
principle. The author of PTHG very possibly got the notion that the patriarchal priesthood is the highest priesthood from LDS 
fundamentalist literature or websites such as http://www.mormonfundamentalism.com/.  

http://www.scribd.com/doc/166137628/Elijah-Denver-Snuffer
http://denversnuffer.info/Elijah.pdf
http://denversnuffer.info/HIstory_of_Elijah_Doctrine.pdf
http://www.mormonfundamentalism.com/


I believe that the proper understanding of virtually every major revelation from section 52 to 124 

is predicated upon what actually took place at the special conference at the Morley Farm and for 

this reason, the date of this conference is extremely important.  

Rebuttal Point #5: Priesthood IS necessary to officiate in the Ordinances of Salvation 

Despite the huge emphasis that the Lord puts on the importance and necessity of the various 

orders of priesthood in performing the saving ordinances of the gospel and sealing people up to 

eternal life, the author appears to  find the concept of priesthood to be relatively insignificant: 

" It does not matter whether there is an officiator with authority from God on earth or not".  

 

This declaration is rationalized by the fact that the Holy Ghost can come to anybody if they 

repent and seek God, hence, who needs priesthood to officiate? 

To drive his point home, the author opines- 

"it would be good to have an authorized minister to perform the ordinance, but the language 

of Section 20 is not contingent upon authority. Rather it is the faith of the one receiving 

baptism which determines the ordinance's validity." 

The above declaration begs the question, why did we need to have a restoration of the three 

priesthoods in the first place? 

I do not believe the statement is at all congruent with modern revelation and the teachings of 

Joseph Smith. In the priesthood discourse that Joseph Smith gave he pointed out that the 

Protestants could not be saved because they did not have Melchizedek priesthood. 

Regarding section 20 and the saving ordinance of baptism and the laying on of hands, obviously a 

person must exercise faith for their baptismal ordinances to be effectual, no argument there, but 

to discount the importance of priesthood authority and state that the language in section 20 

does not make the ordinance contingent upon priesthood authority60 is not supported in 

scripture, in my opinion.    

The foundational premise upon which section 20 is built is that priesthood authority is what 

drives the administration of the gospel and the ordinances of salvation. 

"An apostle is an elder, and it is his calling to baptize... and to confirm.. by the laying on of 

hands". 
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 There is a facinating historical event documented in the Kirtland Record book wherein several members of the church refused to 
partake of the sacrament because they felt the priesthood holder that officiated in the ordinance was unworthy for breaking the word 
of wisdom. Their boycott appears to have been justified and the officiator reprimanded by the prophet Joseph Smith. 



I feel section 20 is quite clear about  the necessity of priesthood in adminstering the ordinances 

of the gospel.  

Section 13 laid the groundwork for this most important concept. 

 It specified that the priesthood of Aaron holds the keys  of baptism for immersion for the 

remission of sins. Section 20 reiterates that baptism must be performed by an authorized 

person, it is not just predicated on the recipient's faith, but rather, the act is justified, ratified and 

validated by the sincere faith  of the recipient.   

Section 22 provides a response to a person that had previously been baptized into a protestant 

church that wanted to unite with the restored church. The need to be rebaptized with proper 

authority is made clear. 

The author's contention that the saving ordinances are not contingent upon authority simply 

does not appear to square with the scriptures. 

Further, section 84 says "the greater priesthood administereth the gospel". It warns that 

"without the ordinances thereof, and the authority of the priesthood, the power of godliness 

in not manifest unto men in the flesh".  

In my opinion, the author's rejection of the need for priesthood in administering the ordinances 

of salvation is without scriptural support and, in fact, there is a wealth of scriptural support to 

the contrary. 

Within a week or two I hope to add the next five rebuttal points to this paper. 

To be continued... 

 


