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I have said some harsh things about how I feel about LDS Apologetics in general. Nevertheless, 
some of the apologists come up with some really good stuff every once in a while. One of my 
favorite apologists is Gregory L Smith.  

 

I generally like the way he reasons and lays out an argument that he is defending. I feel that he 
writes with great clarity and is generally quite thorough in his research. 

 

Another thing I like about him is that he is willing to accept the more difficult assignments that 
bring the greater criticism from LDS readers.  

 

By that, I mean to say that he is willing not only to take on anti-Mormons, outside of the faith, he 
is also willing to take on liberal and conservative sub-cultures within Mormonism. This results in 
pockets of Latter day Saints that become angry with him and his apologetic papers. He doesn't 
seem to mind the criticism from fellow Mormons. He is willing to take one for the Gipper.1 
 

One case in point is the article he wrote about John Dehlin and Mormon Stories which I blogged 
about. This has enraged many of the more liberal Mormons that are supportive of the work that 
John Dehlin is doing. 

 

Another example is his recent review of Denver Snuffer's PTHG. The review is titled, "Passing Up 
the Heavenly Gift" which has made lots of the ultraconservative fringe Mormons, that are 
followers of Snuffer, very uncomfortable. (Part one and part two) 

 

Avoiding Those Pesky Book of Mormon Prophecies 

Smith begins by shrewdly skirting the issue of the Book of Mormon prophecies in PTHG that 
foretell the apostasy of the Latter day Church. He justifies this pass, based on the fact that he and 
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 Another rising star in LDS Apologetics is Stephen O Smoot. He has just written a crowd pleaser of a paper defending the historicity of 

the Book of Mormon which has offended another subculture within Mormonism. The comments section of his post is very revealing. A 
few decades ago, there was no need for his argument to even be published, but there is now a growing segment within Mormonism 
that is becoming very vocal about the need to simply consider the Book of Mormon to be "inspired fiction" and concede that it is not a 
literal history pertaining to the descendents of Lehi. Sadly, Smoot rejects the fact that North America is the primary location where the 
events in the Book of Mormon took place. This is no doubt due to the questionable characters that he associates with in LDS 
Apologetics. LOL 
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Snuffer cannot agree on whether modern authorities are a credible source in which to rely on, in 
the interpretation thereof. 

“Snuffer provides a reading of Joseph Smith’s statements and the Book of Mormon’s 
prophecies that accords with his opinions. One could—and perhaps should—contest these 
interpretations vigorously. As Hugh Nibley once noted, though, the uninspired interpretation 
of prophecy is a notoriously fickle and inexact science—and Snuffer would doubtless consider 
my interpretation as uninspired as I regard his. Since we disagree about which authorities 
might be appealed to—for I have a much higher regard for LDS prophets after Joseph Smith 
than he does—only divine revelation could settle the issue. Such divine endorsement or 
reproof is not, however, amenable to citation here.” 

This strategy of avoiding the latter day apostasy passages in the Book of Mormon is a stroke of 
genius on his part for two reasons in my opinion. 

One is that The Interpreter does not want to provide a platform for spotlighting and allowing 
discussion about the disparaging prophetic passages of scripture that clearly document the 
apostasy of the latter day saints. 

Secondly, because it enables him to avoid making a feeble attempt at debunking one of the most 
devastating and incriminating aspects of the book which I believe Smith and the corporate 
church has no acceptable responses to. 

By dismissing the most controversial yet difficult to refute, topics of the book, Smith clears the 
way to move on and cherry pick other issues to spotlight.  Curiously, Smith is game for 
challenging some of the controversial prophetic declarations in PTHG, taken from section 124. In 
my opinion, he was unwise in his decision to do this. These issues having to do with section 124 
will be the primary focus of this article. 

 There are a few excellent points within Smith's review that I really enjoyed. For instance, I felt 
that he really nailed the "proud descendents of Nauvoo" topic. In fact, I am going to delete that 
topic from my upcoming updates to my own review because I think Smith pretty much 
articulated my own thoughts on it.2  

 

Little or No Evidence that the Saints were being Slothful 

 

                                                           
2
 The only thing I would have added, is the fact that the "proud descendents of Nauvoo" beginning with the Hyrum Smith family but 

incorporating the early members from the Kirtland period and even converts from the Nauvoo period, that came to Utah, happen to be 
the designated seed line of Abraham that have been commissioned to take the gospel to the nations of the world. Section 124 makes it 
clear that Hyrum Smith, as a descendent of Joseph Smith Sr. held the right of and office of "priesthood" by ordination and by right. His 
posterity along with others called by prophecy and revelation have been identified and called by the Lord. It is one thing to observe 
whether they are doing what the Lord requires of them, it is another to be envious and jealous of their right to preside. It is appropriate 
and doctrinal for the leading quorums of the church to be filled with descendents of the Nauvoo priesthood seed line. 



While reading the review by Gregory Smith, I came upon a topic that is very near and dear to my 
heart.  

 

It is the topic pertaining to the church being rejected with their dead for neglecting to complete 
the Nauvoo Temple within the "sufficient time" that the Lord allotted in section 124. 

 

In his article, Greg Smith made the following declaration. 

 

“There is, in short, little or no evidence that the Saints were being slothful in building the 
Nauvoo temple.” 

 

I am afraid this is one issue where Gregory Smith and I have to part ways. I strongly disagree with 
the above statement. I am so passionate about it this topic that I could not constrain myself from 
making a comment on The Interpreter blog which I did not think would be posted, since some of 
my comments in the past have been blocked. Amazingly, all of my comments to date have been 
posted. 

 

You can see my first response here. 

 

One of his loyal followers challenged my response here 

 

And my response to him is here.   

 

I followed up with additional documentation here.  

 

Lots of Additional Documentation 

 

I have made additional comments as well. In one of them, I gave a summary of what I am going 
to cover in more detail in this article and I included the following reference showing Joseph 
Smith's July 1840 prophecy that the Nauvoo temple would not be completed: 

 

"We shall build the Zion of the Lord in peace until the servants of that Lord shall begin to lay 
the foundation of a great and high watch Tower and then shall they begin to say within 
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themselves what need hath my Lord of this tower seeing this is a time of peace & Then the 
Enemy shall brak come as a thief in the night and scatter the servants abroad"3 

 

I must commend the moderator over there at The Interpreter for allowing as much discussion as 
he has, from those with a differing view. They seem to be more willing to allow a lively discussion 
on both sides of the issue now, than they were back when they were under the direction of the 
church. 

 

Now you may think that it is curious that I am doing a critical review of many of the teachings in 
PTHG on my blog while defending one of its most controversial and high profile teachings on 
another blog. However, I am not actually defending Snuffer's claim about the church being 
rejected. 

 

 I am defending MY claim that the Church was rejected. 

 

You see, I have been pondering and writing about the topic for over 20 years now.  

 

I published a booklet back in 1992 which documented the fact that the church had been rejected 
with their dead per section 124:31-33 and the history of the church that supports the claim. 

 

I have also visited the topic several times on my blogs over the last five years. 

 

I have a huge emotional investment in this issue and I don't appreciate the doctrine being 
summarily dismissed simply because an author has promoted the general concept without 
providing serious documentation to support it.4 
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 Click here to read the entire sermon and prophecy. Before giving the above prophecy, in the winter of 1839 as the saints began to 

settle Commerce, the Brethren "began to talk upon the subject of building a temple, wherein to administer the ordinances of God's 

house. Several councils were held and a place selected where upon the temple was contemplated to be built." (Clayton, "Nauvoo 

Temple History Journal," p. 3.) 4 Apr 1840 -- Daniel H. Wells, a non-Mormon who joined the Church in 1846, annexed his 84-acre farm 

on the bluffs over looking the river bottom below to the city of Nauvoo. The survey, completed between 17-21 Mar 1840, divided the 

farm into 18 four-acre blocks and 6 two-acre blocks. The future temple would be located in the Wells Addition. (Miller and 

Miller. Nauvoo: City of Joseph, pp. 36, 38; G. Hill, Map of the City Nauvoo, 1842 [facsimile, Nauvoo Restoration, 1972.  Several days 

after the prophecy was given, on 1 Aug 1840, the First Presidency issued a general epistle, stating, "...it is necessary to erect a house 

of prayer, a house of worship of our God, where the ordinances can be attended to agreeably to His divine will, in this region of 

country."(Smith, History of the Church, 4:186.) 

It appears that Joseph Smith was identifying the Nauvoo Temple, which they were already making plans to build, as the "tower" in the 

parable of the redemption of Zion contained in section 101. 

http://www.boap.org/LDS/Parallel/1840/19Jul40.html


 

I have done a wealth of research on it for decades which is why it took me all of about ten 
minutes to reference my book and put my response to Gregory Smith's claim together. 

 

The lack of substantial documentation in PTHG apparently led Greg Smith to think that the 
doctrine could not be well substantiated. Perhaps this is why it became one of the topics Gregory 
Smith chose to address. 

 

 I didn't want the doctrine to be summarily dismissed without having some of the supporting 
documentation presented.  

 

That is why I responded and provided what I consider to be some pretty strong historical 
evidence showing that the saints were indeed slothful in their efforts, resulting in them being 
temporarily rejected with their dead. 

 

I Have a Confession to Make 

 

Having said all of that, I want to make a very embarrassing confession. 

 

Within the last few years I have concluded that many people INCLUDING MYSELF have actually 
misinterpreted what section 124 is really saying about the rejection of the church with their 
dead. After all of the research I have done for so many years, it has occurred to me that I have 
had a huge blind spot in my interpretation of section 124. 

 

I have suspected this to be the case for a while now but have not wanted to personally sustain or 
cause further brain damage in others, by attempting to explain what my current belief is 
regarding the doctrine.  I am on a learning curve like everyone else and I am continually having to 
modify, update and correct my current understanding of the history of the church. I can eat crow 
with the best of them.  

 

After pondering this issue, since making the comments at The Interpreter, I have decided to 
attempt to explain what I am currently thinking about this issue and why the argument and 
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 Those that have read PTHG have no doubt noticed that the author provides very little supporting documentation for many of the 

controversial topics that he banters around. It causes one to wonder if it is because he has done very little deep research on these 

topics. Perhaps he skims through contemporary books and blogs, borrowing controversial topics from the research others have done. 

This may also explain why he seems hesitant to personally and publicly take a stand on many of the issues he presents. 

 



supporting evidence, that the church has been rejected, is actually significantly stronger than 
most people suppose.  

 

Section 124 is not about the Nauvoo Temple 

 

I believe that virtually everyone misunderstands section 124 because the Lord intentionally made 
the narrative very cryptic and easy to misunderstand. In essence, he has put a veil, or blindness 
over the latter day saints that is just beginning to be lifted in preparation for the Marvelous Work 
that is about to take place.  

 

The key to understanding the true meaning behind the narrative in section 124 is provided by 
some of the prophetic comments from Joseph Smith and his associates that were parroting him.  

 

I believe Joseph Smith understood, from his inspired, prophetic reading of 124, that the Nauvoo 
"House" was the house that was being spoken of in almost every passage that most of us have 
traditionally assumed, was speaking of the Nauvoo temple. 

 

In other words, there was to be a "TEMPLE of the LORD" in Nauvoo which was motivated by a 
revelaton that was received BEFORE section 124 was given.  

 
There was ALSO to be a "Boarding "HOUSE of the Lord" in Nauvoo that was being addressed in 
section 124. 

 

Since we have been conditioned to think that "house of the Lord" and "temple of the Lord" are 
always synonymous terms, and because of the denial, and false interpretations of our fathers, we 
have a blind spot when we read section 124. Additionally, it is difficult for people to think of a 
"boarding house" for visiting "strangers", as a holy house of the Lord. 

 

Joseph Smith and the Twelve Apostles repeatedly lumped the importance of the "TEMPLE" and 
the "NAUVOO HOUSE" together and they said that if the Nauvoo House was not completed along 
with the temple, we would be rejected as a church. I believe his comments and understanding of 
the situation are derived from the way he interpreted section 124.  

 

That realization caused me to re-read section 124 one day and I was pretty surprised at what I 
found. I am now convinced that the consequence of being rejected as a church, as presented in 
section 124, is predicated upon the completion of the Nauvoo House! 

 



I will demonstrate this supposition, but first, before we analyze section 124, please pay attention 
to the following quotes from Joseph Smith and other authorities of the church:  

 

Be sure to note that the comments always make  a distinction between the "temple" and the 
"house" in the following comments and that both of them must be finished. Also note that the 
word "house" and the term "house of the Lord" are only used to refer to the Nauvoo "house". 

 

".. If the Temple and Nauvoo house are not finished you must run away.." 

 

"The building of N. House is just as sacred in my view as the Temple. I want the Nauvoo House 
built it must be built, our salvation depends upon it." 

 

"When men have done what they can or will for the temple, let them do what they can for the 
Nauvoo House. We never can accomplish our work at the expense of another" 

 

"the banks are failing & it is the privilege to say what a currency we want. gold & silver to build 
the Temple & Nauvoo house." 

 

 

"if we did not build the temple & Nauvoo house it would proove the ruin of the place that if we 
did not build those buildings we might as well leave the place & that it was as necessary to build 
one as the other..": 

 

Here is what the Twelve said in one of their epistles: 

 

"and the first great object before us, and the Saints generally, is to help forward the 
completion of the Temple and the Nauvoo House—buildings which are now in progress 
according to the revelations, and which must be completed to secure the salvation of the 
Church in the last days; for God requires of His Saints to build Him a house wherein his servants 
may be instructed, and endowed with power from on high, to prepare them to go forth among 
the nations, and proclaim the fullness of the Gospel for the last time, and bind up the law, and 
seal up the testimony, leaving this generation without excuse, and the earth prepared for the 
judgments which will follow. In this house all the ordinances will be made manifest, and many 
things will be shown forth, which have been hid from generation to generation." 



 

"The foundations of this house, and also of the Temple, are laid; and the walls of the basement 
stories of each nearly completed; and the finishing of the whole is depending on the exertions 
of the Saints..." 

 

I am not discounting the importance of the Nauvoo temple, or the fact that the temple may be as 
important as the Nauvoo House, I am simply suggesting that section 124 is primarily discussing 
the holy boarding house not the Nauvoo temple, and that there was another previous revelation 
focusing on the importance of the temple. I will identify this revelation where the commandment 
to build the Nauvoo Temple is first given later in this paper. 
 

Disruptive Doctrine 

Ok, before we tackle section 124 let me say that 124 is going to produce a disruptive concept. It 

is going to suggest that the Nauvoo house must not be defiled and must be holy, and will be a 

place where the Lord lives, and yet, it is going to be a "boarding house" where visiting "strangers" 

stay. 

Does it make sense that the Lord is living in a boarding house where strangers from foreign lands 

are staying? 

Clearly, this appears to be a new concept that is not a common theme in the scriptures... 

.. or is it?  

A   keyword search of "strangers" reveals that Abrahams posterity anciently and in the latter 

days, will be called "strangers"! 

Here are some of the passages: 

"And when the sun was going down, a deep sleep fell upon Abram; and, lo, an horror of great 
darkness fell upon him. 
And he said unto Abram, Know of a surety that thy seed shall be a stranger in a land that is not 
theirs, and shall serve them; and they shall afflict them four hundred years; 
And also that nation, whom they shall serve, will I judge: and afterward shall they come out 
with great substance." (Gen 15:12-14) 
 
"And God Almighty bless thee, and make thee fruitful, and multiply thee, that thou mayest be 
a multitude of people; 
 And give thee the blessing of Abraham, to thee, and to thy seed with thee; that thou mayest 
inherit the land wherein thou art a stranger, which God gave unto Abraham." Gen 27:3-4 
 



"But the LORD of hosts shall be exalted in judgment, and God that is holy shall be sanctified in 
righteousness. 
Then shall the lambs feed after their manner, and the waste places of the fat ones shall 
strangers eat." Isaiah 5: 15-17 
 
"FOR the LORD will have mercy on Jacob, and will yet choose Israel, and set them in their own 
land: and the strangers shall be joined with them, and they shall cleave to the house of Jacob." 
Isa 14:1 
 
Perhaps the most mind-blowing of all of the passages documenting the gathering of "strangers" 
to the land of Zion in the last days is Isaiah 60 because it's applicability is demonstrated in the 
fact that keywords and passages from Isaiah 60 are embedded throughout section 124! 
 
"And the sons of strangers shall build up thy walls, and their kings shall minister unto thee: for 
in my wrath I smote thee, but in my favour have I had mercy on thee. 
11  Therefore thy gates shall be open continually; they shall not be shut day nor night; that 
men may bring unto thee the forces of the Gentiles, and that their kings may be brought. 
12  For the nation and kingdom that will not serve thee shall perish; yea, those nations shall be 
utterly wasted. 
13  The glory of Lebanon shall come unto thee, the fir tree, the pine tree, and the box together, 
to beautify the place of my sanctuary; and I will make the place of my feet glorious" 
 
  
The theme of the rising  light and glory of Zion and the call for kings to bring their silver and gold 
and woods of antiquity such as the fir tree, pine tree and box tree is unmistakably linking section 
124 with Isaiah 60. This indicates that the unconditional prophecies in section 124 will still be 
fulfilled as alluded to in Isaiah. 
 

Section 124 Never Clearly Transitions from the Nauvoo House to the Nauvoo Temple 
 

Notice that the topic of the Nauvoo House is first brought up in verse 22 and there is never a 

clear transition to the topic of the Nauvoo Temple throughout the entire revelation! 

Verses 27-8 present the dilemma that there is not currently a "house to my name for the Most 

High to dwell therein" and restore the fulness of the priesthood that had been lost. One has to 

drop all preconceived notions and hyper-focus on the text, to realize that the solution to the 

dilemma being presented, was the holy house built  to the name of the Lord where the Lord 

would dwell, called the "Nauvoo House", not the Nauvoo Temple!!!. The solution to the dilemma 

in verses 27-8 is found back in verses 22-24 .  

                             I lay in Zion for a foundation a stone 



                                                                                  a tried stone 
                                                                                         a precious corner stone 
                                                                                                a sure foundation 
 
22 Let my servant George, and my servant Lyman, and my servant John Snider, and others, build 
a house unto my name, such a one as my servant Joseph shall show unto them, upon the place 
which he shall show unto them also. And it shall be for a house for boarding, a house that 
strangers may come from afar to lodge therein; therefore let it be a good house, worthy of all 
acceptation, that the weary traveler may find health and safety while he shall contemplate the 
word of the Lord; and the corner-stone I have appointed for Zion. 
 
The Nauvoo House is to be a holy place like a Temple and in fact very possibly is a temple or type 
of a temple. It is for contemplating the "word of the Lord".  How many boarding houses and 
hotels do you know of that must be made holy? How many boarding houses for visiting 
strangers, does the Lord dwell in?5 
 
 Verse 22 informs us that it had not yet been determined where the Nauvoo Boarding [House of 
the Lord] would be built. Joseph was to "show unto them" where it was to be built. 
 
 Strangely enough, verse 22 which speaks of the Nauvoo House is obviously speaking about the 
same "house" that is mentioned in verses 42-43 which we usually assume is speaking about the 
Nauvoo Temple:   
 
"And I will show unto my servant Joseph all things pertaining to this house, and the priesthood 
thereof, and the place whereon it shall be built. And ye shall build it on the place where you 
have contemplated building it, for that is the spot which I have chosen for you to build it." 
(verses 42-43) 
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 It is curious wording that people entering into a House of the Lord where Christ dwells would not only contemplate the "word of the 
Lord" but also the "corner-stone". There is a possibility of it being a literal stone, seer stone, or "white stone" that is given to each 
stranger, as mentioned in the Book of Revelation. Joseph Smith had said, " No one can truly say he knows God until he has handled 
something, and this can only be in the Holiest of Holies." Joseph at one time indicated that he had found a keyword by which the 
heavens were opened by using the urm & Thummim "He . . . spoke concerning key words. The g[rand] key word was the first word 
Adam spoke and is a word of supplication," he told his small audience. "He found the word by the Urim & Thummim - - It is that key 
word to which the heavens [are] opened."  Apostle Charles C. Rich, during a stake conference talk referred to this revelation: It was a 
long time after the Prophet Joseph Smith had received the keys of the kingdom of God, and after Hyrum and others had received many 
blessings, that the Lord gave Joseph a revelation, to show him and others how they could ask for and receive certain blessings. [In 
relation to this] we read in the revelations of St. John, that [of] the white stone [as follows:] "and in the stone a new name, which no 
man knoweth save him that receiveth it." Joseph tells us [in D&C 130: 10-11] that this new name is a key-word which can only be 
obtained through the endowments.." (obviously referring to the true Melchizekeck endowment and the baptism of fire and the Holy 
Ghost, not a Masonic endowment ceremony. Facsimile Number 2 of the Book of Abraham taught that God gave "the Grand Key-words 
of the Holy Priesthood . . . to Adam in the Garden of Eden, as also to Seth, Noah, Melchizedek . . . and all to whom the Priesthood was 
revealed . . . [including the Patriarch] Abraham."(125) In that same facsimile theProphet saw "represent[ations of] God sitting upon his 
Throne, revealing through the heavens [to these ancients] the grand Key-words of the Priesthood." 



Both sets of passages must be speaking about identifying the place of the Nauvoo House [of 
God], not the Nauvoo Temple, because the Nauvoo Temple property had already been 
purchased by Oct 19 1840 and the temple was already being erected prior to Jan 15 1841, 
several days before section 124 was even given.6  
 
Gregory Smith reveals this very significant truth in his paper:  
 

"The Times and Seasons announced temple construction had begun on 15 January 1841, 

four days prior to the revelation, which suggests the Saints were not particularly slack 

regarding the temple: 

 

The Temple of the Lord is in process of erection here, where the Saints will come to worship 

the God of their fathers, according to the order of His house and the powers of the Holy 

Priesthood, and will be so constructed as to enable all the functions of the Priesthood to be 

duly exercised, and where instructions from the Most High will be received, and from this place 

go forth to distant lands."  
 
By making this admission, Smith provides documentation that reveals that the House of the Lord 
that Joseph needs to reveal the future location of, that dominates the narrative in section 124, is 
not the Nauvoo Temple, it is Nauvoo House.  
 
This of course takes any debate out of the issue of whether the saints were slothful in meeting 
the "sufficient" time allotted because the Nauvoo House project was completely dropped long 
before it got anywhere close to being finished.  
 

Section 124 Never Mentions the Word Temple 
 
The word temple never once shows up in this entire section, only the term "house". What we do 
know is that, if section 124 ever commands the Nauvoo Temple to be built, it is not the first time 
the commandment was given, it would have been the second time, because construction had 
already begun. More on that later. 
 
Back to verse 24. 
 
24  This house shall be a healthful habitation if it be built unto my name, and if the governor 
which shall be appointed unto it shall not suffer any pollution to come upon it.  It shall be holy, 
or the Lord your God will not dwell therein. 
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 Click here for an interesting chronology pertaining to the building of the Nauvoo Temple 
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No unclean thing to be allowed in the Nauvoo HOUSE of the LORD. 
 
The Lord will dwell in the Nauvoo HOUSE of the LORD. 
 
Very curious. 
 
Just like the House of the Lord in Kirtland, the saints were commanded to not allow any unclean 
and unworthy people to enter in. And just like the House of the Lord in Kirtland, the Lord would 
dwell therein as long as pollutions were kept out. 
 
Notice that the topic of the HOUSE of the Lord that began in verse 22 has never changed. The 
topic has not changed into a Nauvoo temple narrative or to a different house of the Lord 
narrative. The Lord appears to be speaking about the same HOUSE when we get to verse 27 as he 
was in 22.   
 
27  And with iron, with copper, and with brass, and with zinc, and with all your precious things of 
the earth; and build a house to my name, for the Most High to dwell therein. 
 
Verse 28 speaks of how there is no longer a house of the Lord on the earth. This is because the 
saints had defiled and abandoned the House of the Lord in Kirtland, where the Melchizedek 
priesthood should have been be restored, after being rejected in or by 1834. ( the reason a house 
of the Lord was now necessary to restore the fulness of the priesthood when in fact a house of 
the Lord was not necessary the first time at the Morley Farm, is explained in verses D&C 124:37–
55.....   and later expounded by Joseph Smith who said: “The rich can only get them in the 
Temple. The poor may get them on the Mountain top as did moses…”.) 
 
Another assumption that Gregory Smith and I have to part ways on in his review of PTHG is his 
apologetic reinterpretation of the following passages that declare the fulness of the priesthood 
has been lost. Smith interprets the passages to be saying that the fulness of the priesthood had 
been lost during New Testament times and need to be restored again during Joseph's ministry in 
Nauvoo. He gives no reference to indicate whether an official source had previously given that 
interpretation or whether it was an invention of his own. 
 
His logic is based on baptisms for the dead being the active ingredient of the narrative, even 
though the topic of baptisms follow the ominous declaration that there was no longer a Holy 



House of the Lord on the earth.7 While he provides no authoritative source for the innovative 
interpretation he offers, his interpretation differs from one that is offered by a fellow apologist.8  
 

The Kirtland House of the Lord had Been Defiled and Abandoned 
 
The real foundational point that is being made in the passage, before the issue of baptisms for 
the dead is brought up, is that there is no longer a holy house of the Lord on the earth: 
 
28  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. 
 
That is the main point! Why is there not a place found on the earth? Because the saints, having 
rejected and lost the fulness of the priesthood, had defiled and abandoned the House of the 
Lord in Kirtland and then fled from Kirtland! 
 
When the saints were few in number and poverty stricken, the Lord allowed the fulness of the 
priesthood to be restored in 1831, at a humble farm house owned by Isaac Morley. Eventually, 
the saints rejected the fulness of the priesthood by taking what they had been given lightly, and 
by doubting, and by failing to live the gospel law contained in section 42. Hence, the fulness was 
taken away and became lost to them.  
 
Nevertheless, the Lord labored with them and they grew in number and built a house unto the 
Lord in Kirtland where they petitioned the Lord to forgive their transgressions and place his name 
back upon the church and the House of the Lord, restoring the fulness. Unfortunately, the saints 
stumbled, and lost access to the House of the Lord through disobedience.  
 
In Nauvoo, the Lord was now declaring that the only way to get the fulness of the priesthood 
restored in Nauvoo, was to build another house unto the Lord since the last one had been defiled 
and abandoned! 
 
It is only after making that declaration, that the subtopic of baptisms for the dead comes into 
play:  
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 This is Gregory Smith's claim: "...when God says something has been lost unto you and taken away, he does not mean taken away from 

the Church, but rather that the doctrines and powers associated with vicarious work for the dead were lost to mortals during the 
Christian apostasy. God deigns to restore these, but they can only happen in a temple, “For this ordinance belongeth to my house, and 
cannot be acceptable to me, only in the days of your poverty, wherein ye are not able to build a house unto me” (D&C 124:30). 
8
 Elden Watson, who is well known as a leading expert on the Adam God Doctrine and the discourses of Brigham Young, whose works 

are listed on the LDS Apologetics  FAIR site,  believes that the passage was referring to a fulness that had been restored and then lost to 
the latter day saints. He links the loss of the fulness with the apostasy of Oliver Cowdery. "The Lord waited for more than a year and a 
half for Oliver to come back into the Church, and then, in January of 1841 the Lord commanded the construction of a temple in Nauvoo 
for the purpose of restoring those priesthood keys which had been lost through Oliver Cowdery’s excommunication....The fulness of the 
priesthood, although once delivered, was lost to the church and had to be restored again. In the same revelation, given January 19, 
1841 the Lord arranged to remedy the situation by calling Hyrum Smith to replace Oliver Cowdery as the second witness. 
 His full argument can be found here.  

http://scriptures.lds.org/en/dc/124/30#30
http://www.eldenwatson.net/
http://www.fairlds.org/links
http://www.eldenwatson.net/8Witnesses.htm


 
29  For a baptismal font there is not upon the earth, that they, my saints, may be bapt                
ized for those who are dead— 
30  For this ordinance belongeth to my house, and cannot be acceptable to me, only in the days 
of your poverty, wherein ye are not able to build a house unto me. 
31  But I command you, all ye my saints, to build a house unto me; and I grant unto you a 
sufficient time to build a house unto me; and during this time your baptisms shall be acceptable 
unto me.9 
32  But behold, at the end of this appointment your baptisms for your dead shall not be 
acceptable unto me; and if you do not these things at the end of the appointment ye shall be 
rejected as a church, with your dead, saith the Lord your God. 
33  For verily I say unto you, that after you have had sufficient time to build a house to me, 
wherein the ordinance of baptizing for the dead belongeth, and for which the same was 
instituted from before the foundation of the world, your baptisms for your dead cannot be 
acceptable unto me; 
 
Notice, the topic has never changed from the Nauvoo House of the Lord to the Nauvoo Temple 
from the time the narrative began in verse 22, until the warning given in verses 31-33. It appears 
that these verses specifically apply to getting the Nauvoo House of the Lord built within the 
acceptable time to avoid being rejected as a church.  

We know that Joseph Smith must have been interpreting section 124 this way because of his 
warning declarations that ".. If the Temple and Nauvoo house are not finished you must run 
away.. The building of N. House is just as sacred in my view as the Temple. I want the Nauvoo 
House built it must be built, our salvation depends upon it... When men have done what they can 
or will for the temple, let them do what they can for the Nauvoo House. We never can 
accomplish our work at the expense of another". 

34  For therein are the keys of the holy priesthood ordained, that you may receive honor and 
glory. 
 
 The Holy Boarding House is where the keys of the holy priesthood are ordained. 
 
35  And after this time, your baptisms for the dead, by those who are scattered abroad, are not 
acceptable unto me, saith the Lord. 
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 It would appear from a literal reading of the text that there was to be a baptismal font in the Nauvoo House. The makes sense because 

Joseph had indicated that there would be several baptismal fonts for baptizing the dead. Here is a quote from a thesis on the succession 
crisis done by Andrew Ehat: "Joseph succinctly stated that Elijah's mission would only be fulfilled when the Saints . . . Come up as Saviors 
on mount Zion . . . by building thair temples erecting their Baptismal fonts & going forth & receiving all the ordinances Baptisms, 
Confirmations, washings anointings ordinations & sealing powers upon our heads in behalf of all our Progenitors who are dead & 
redeem them that they may come forth in the first resurrection & be exhalted to thrones of glory with us, & here in is the chain that 
binds the hearts of the fathers to the children, & the Children to the Fathers which fulfills the mission of Elijah. 



36  For it is ordained that in Zion, and in her stakes, and in Jerusalem, those places which I have 
appointed for refuge, shall be the places for your baptisms for your dead. 
 
37  And again, verily I say unto you, how shall your washings be acceptable unto me, except ye 
perform them in a house which you have built to my name? 
38  For, for this cause I commanded Moses that he should build a tabernacle, that they should 
bear it with them in the wilderness, and to build a house in the land of promise, that those 
ordinances might be revealed which had been hid from before the world was. 
39  Therefore, verily I say unto you, that your anointings, and your washings, and your baptisms 
for the dead, and your solemn assemblies, and your memorials for your sacrifices by the sons of 
Levi, and for your oracles in your most holy places wherein you receive conversations, and your 
statutes and judgments, for the beginning of the revelations and foundation of Zion, and for the 
glory, honor, and endowment of all her municipals, are ordained by the ordinance of my holy 
house, which my people are always commanded to build unto my holy name. 
40  And verily I say unto you, let this house be built unto my name, that I may reveal mine 
ordinances therein unto my people; 
41  For I deign to reveal unto my church things which have been kept hid from before the 
foundation of the world, things that pertain to the dispensation of the fulness of times. 
42  And I will show unto my servant Joseph all things pertaining to this house, and the priesthood 
thereof, and the place whereon it shall be built. 
43  And ye shall build it on the place where you have contemplated building it, for that is the spot 
which I have chosen for you to build it. 
44  If ye labor with all your might, I will consecrate that spot that it shall be made holy. 
 
It appears as if this particular house has to do with a specific priesthood (perhaps one that differs 
from the two lesser lineal priesthoods? Most likely, the one that has been lost, but not 
necessarily.) 
 
45  And if my people will hearken unto my voice, and unto the voice of my servants whom I 
have appointed to lead my people, behold, verily I say unto you, they shall not be moved out 
of their place. 
 
Up to verse 45 the topic of the Nauvoo House of the Lord has not noticeably transitioned to the 
topic of the Nauvoo Temple. This means that the promise that the saints would not be moved 
out of their place if they obey the voice of the Lord and the voice of his servants in building the 
house of the Lord, had specific reference in this particular revelation to the Nauvoo House of the 
Lord.  
 
Of course, if there was a separate previous revelation to built the Nauvoo Temple, that had been 
made publicly available to the saints, that would prove that section 124 was given primarily 
about the boarding house. Fortunately, we can now prove that there was a separate revelation.  



Joseph clearly felt that the Temple and the Boarding House were a bundled proposition that the 
warning had to do with. 
 
46  But if they will not hearken to my voice, nor unto the voice of these men whom I have 
appointed, they shall not be blest, because they pollute mine holy grounds, and mine holy 
ordinances, and charters, and my holy words which I give unto them. 
47  And it shall come to pass that if you build a house unto my name, and do not do the things 
that I say, I will not perform the oath which I make unto you, neither fulfil the promises which 
ye expect at my hands, saith the Lord. 
48  For instead of blessings, ye, by your own works, bring cursings, wrath, indignation, and 
judgments upon your own heads, by your follies, and by all your abominations, which you 
practise before me, saith the Lord. 
 
All of this seems to be in the same context that these issues applied to the Kirtland Temple. The 
Nauvoo House was in many ways, being likened to the House of the Lord in Kirtland. This is 
obviously revealing that the Nauvoo House of the Lord, although a temple of sorts,  has a 
distinctly different purpose than the Nauvoo Temple. 
 
IT IS NOT UNTIL WE GET TO VERSE 55 THAT SECTION 124 MIGHT, POSSIBLY CHANGE TOPICS 
FROM THE NAUVOO HOUSE OF THE LORD TO THE NAUVOO TEMPLE, HOUSE OF THE LORD! 
 
55  And again, verily I say unto you, I command you again to build a house to my name, even in 
this place, that you may prove yourselves unto me that ye are faithful in all things whatsoever I 
command you, that I may bless you, and crown you with honor, immortality, and eternal life. 
 
There are two reasons why I think the above passage may be a sub-topic change, singularly 
speaking about the Nauvoo Temple House of the Lord. 
 
One is that it begins by saying "and again," 
 
This opening phrase often indicates a new sub-topic. See the contextual use of the phrase in 
section 76:71 and 81. In that section, the phrase is notating a new sub-topic, distinguishing the 
topic of the terrestrial world from the topic of the telestial world, etc.  
 
The second reason is that the passage says "verily I say unto you, I command you AGAIN to build 
a house to my name.." which indicates that the Lord has already commanded the house to be 
built. 
 
We know that the Lord had already commanded the Nauvoo Temple to be built prior to section 
124, so this may be referring to the fact that the Lord is giving a second commandment to build 
the Nauvoo Temple. 
 



Obviously, it could also be referring to the Nauvoo House and the fact that the Lord had 
previously commanded the saints to build the Nauvoo House earlier in the revelation, but that is 
a less likely interpretation in my opinion. 
 
If, in fact, it is the second time the Lord is commanding the saints to build the Nauvoo Temple, it 
implies that the saints have been negligent and are off to a slow start. The saints had actually 
been in Nauvoo for nearly two years before they even began showing signs of getting it started.  
 
Interestingly, after one brief departure to the topic of the Nauvoo Temple in verse 55, the 
narrative quickly changes back again to the Nauvoo House of the Lord, and reminds the reader 
that the boarding house must be built unto the name of the Lord, reminding us that the Nauvoo 
House is the house of the Lord being spoken of throughout the narrative leading up to the brief 
departure in verse 55.. 
 
It also provides other significant clues that tie the Nauvoo boarding house of the Lord to the 
ongoing posterity of Joseph Smith and others. It testifies of the validity of section 110 and the 
Book of Abraham, by reiterating and reinstating the posterity promise given to Joseph and Oliver 
in the Kirtland temple in section 110 10and validating the definition of the Gospel of Abraham in 
the Book of Abraham, relative to the Nauvoo House of the Lord. 
 
56  And now I say unto you, as pertaining to my boarding house which I have commanded you 
to build for the boarding of strangers, let it be built unto my name, and let my name be named 
upon it, and let my servant Joseph and his house have place therein, from generation to 
generation. 
57  For this anointing have I put upon his head, that his blessing shall also be put upon the 
head of his posterity after him. 
58  And as I said unto Abraham concerning the kindreds of the earth, even so I say unto my 
servant Joseph: In thee and in thy seed shall the kindred of the earth be blessed. 
59  Therefore, let my servant Joseph and his seed after him have place in that house, from 
generation to generation, forever and ever, saith the Lord. 
 
The Nauvoo House of the Lord is a pretty impressive house. Here is a listing of possible 
characteristics that section 124 gives us about it, based on my interpretation of it: 
 
It was to be  
 

 built unto the Lords Name with the Lord's name on it (22 & 56) 

 built in a designated place shown to Joseph Smith by Revelation (22 & 43) 

 a place for boarding "strangers"(Seed of Abraham) from afar (23) 

 a refuge of "health and safety" a "healthful habitation"  (23-24) 
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 Which happens to be a true revelation! 



 a resting place for the weary traveler (60) 

 a place to contemplate the word of the Lord and the corner-stone (possibly contemplating 
the word of the Lord through the use of a corner-stone) (23) 

 holy place without pollution overseen by a "Governor" (24) 

 inhabited by the Lord who will "dwell" therein (24) 

 the solution for the dilemma that a house was not found on earth for the fulness of the 
priesthood to be restored (28) 

 a place with a baptismal font for the dead (29) 

 built within a "sufficient" time or result in the church being rejected with their dead (31-
33) 

 a place where the keys of the holy priesthood are ordained with recipients receiving honor 
and glory (34) 

 a place where washings are performed (37) 

 a place where ordinances may be revealed that have been hid from the foundation of the 
church (38,40,41) 

 a place where the "ordinance of the Holy House" is performed to actuate anointings, 
washings, baptisms for the dead, solemn assemblies, memorials for the sacrifices by the 
sons of Levi, oracles in the most holy places where conversations are received, statutes 
and judgments for the beginning of the revelations and foundation of Zion and for the 
glory, honor and endowment of all her municipals. (39) 

 a place where the oath and covenant of the priesthood is made in the house (47) 

 a place, that will result in cursings, wrath, indignation and judgments if not built, or if built 
and defiled because of the follies and abominations of an apostate people (47) 

 a place where Joseph and "his house" are to "have a place herein from generation to 
generation.. for ever and ever" that blessing shall be put on the head of his posterity after 
him. (56-57) 

 a place where a similar blessing regarding a person and their generations after them, may 
have a place in the house, subject to obedience and paying for stock. ie, Vinson Knight, 
Hyrum Smith, Isaac Galland, William Marks, Henry G. Sherwood, William Law,  and others. 
Some with conditional promises and others with unconditional promises. 

 a place that the privilege of paying stock was limited to those who believed in the existing 
publications of the Book of Mormon and the Doctrine and Covenantsas of 1841 which both 
taught a strict law of monogamy and strictly prohibited the practice of plural marriage and 
did not acknowledge the existence of a doctrine of exaltation predicated on a spiritual wife 
doctrine with a plurality of wives. The warning  that anything more or less that what was 
taught in those canons of scripture "cometh of evil" and "shall be attended with cursings 
and not blessings" (119-120) 

 A quorum consisting of George Miller, Lyman Wight, John Snider and Peter Haws are to 
oversee the building of the House and the selling of stock for building it (62-63) 

 



In verses 49-54 the Lord explains the difference between the failure of the saints to build a house 
of the Lord in Jackson County and the upcoming failure to build the house of the Lord in Nauvoo. 
The failure in Jackson County was caused, at least in part, by enemies of the church who 
hindered the work. Because of this, the Lord transferred judgment for the failure upon the heads 
of the enemies and their posterity for four generations. In Nauvoo, the failure would be upon the 
heads of the latter day saints and judgment would be upon their heads.11  
 
 
Joseph and the Twelve kept warning people that the building of the Nauvoo House was just as 
sacred and important as the building of the Nauvoo Temple and that the Salvation of the saints 
depended upon the completion of both the Temple and the House. 
 
If the interpretation of section 124 offered in this paper is accurate, then it explains why Joseph 
Smith made the claims he did about the importance of the Nauvoo House.  
 

Section 97 Contains the Commandment to  build the Nauvoo Temple 

In this article I stated that section 124 was primarily about the House of the Lord in Nauvoo that 

was to be a boarding house and that the revelation to build the Nauvoo Temple must have been 

given previous to section 124. 

Something that has been forgotten by many LDS scholars and authors is that the leaders of the 

Church in Nauvoo believed that Section 97 of the D&C was the revelation containing the 

commandment to build the Nauvoo Temple.  

I now quote from Volume 2 Number Seven of the Times and Season Page 295 under the date of 

February 1, 1841: 

"To show more fully the will of God concerning the house which is to be built, we make an 

extract from the book of Covenants, page 209, which reads as follows: 

10  Verily I say unto you, that it is my will that a house should be built unto me in the land of 
Zion, like unto the pattern which I have given you. 
11  Yea, let it be built speedily, by the tithing of my people. 
12  Behold, this is the tithing and the sacrifice which I, the Lord, require at their hands, that 
there may be a house built unto me for the salvation of Zion— 
13  For a place of thanksgiving for all saints, and for a place of instruction for all those who are 
called to the work of the ministry in all their several callings and offices; 
14  That they may be perfected in the understanding of their ministry, in theory, in principle, 

and in doctrine, in all things pertaining to the kingdom of God on the earth..'  
                                                           
 



Now, I would candidly ask the Saints, and all who desire to do the will of God, will we lay hold 

with our mights to accomplish this mighty, this glorious work, and show by our works, that we, 

who enjoy the glorious privilege of living in these latter days, (in which God has begun his work 

to bring to pass the gathering of his elect,) are worthy of the high privileges which we enjoy, by 

coming up like men of God and sacrifice, and by our works show that we are such a people as 

the Lord would have gathered together, as described in the 50th Psalm which says: “Gather my 

Saints together unto me; those that have made a covenant with me by sacrifice?” Among the 

sacrifices which God requires at this time is the tithing for the building of this house."12 

As you can see, the article in the Times and Seasons is specifically identifying section 97 as the 

revelation commanding the building of the Nauvoo House in the "land of Zion", Nauvoo, being 

the "cornerstone of Zion. 

Although contemporary LDS commentaries and teaching manuals teach thate section 97 was 

referring to building a temple in Jackson County, the declaration by Elias Higbee makes much 

more sense.  

The revelation came two weeks after the Jackson County saints had signed an agreement to 

leave Jackson County. It was unknown to Joseph Smith what had happened in Jackson County at 

the time when he received section 97. Some critics of the church have no doubt mocked the 

revelation, assuming that God apparently didn't know that the saints had agreed to leave Jackson 

County, but, in hindsight, it is now obvious that the portion of the revelation pertaining to 

building a temple was speaking of a future time.13 

Here is a chronology of events showing that the Nauvoo Temple had been commanded and 

contemplated for many years before section 124 was given: 

August 1833: "Verily I say unto you, that it is my will that a house should be built unto me in 
the land of Zion, like unto the pattern which I have given you." (section 97) 
 
Winter 1839/40 Even as the Saints began to settle Commerce, the Brethren "began to talk upon 
the subject of building a temple, wherein to administer the ordinances of God's house. Several 
councils were held and a place selected where upon the temple was contemplated to be built." 
(Clayton, "Nauvoo Temple History Journal," p. 3.) 
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 Those pronouncements in the Times and Seasons were made by Judge Elias Higbee, a close friend of Joseph's that was appointed to 
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Zion" because he was not referring to Jackson County! 

 



 
July 1840: Shortly after the saints had begun to establish the city of Nauvoo Joseph Smith 
proclaimed in a public sermon that the time had come to begin the Nauvoo Temple: "Now from 
this hour bring every thing you can bring and build a Temple unto the Lord a house into the 
mighty God of Jacob. We will build upon the top of this Temple a great observatory a great and 
high watch tower and in the top thereof we will Suspend a tremendous bell.." (building the 
Zion of the Lord) 
 
In the same sermon Joseph Smith prophesies the eventual failure of the Nauvoo Temple: "We 
shall build the Zion of the Lord in peace untill the servants of that Lord shall begin to lay the 
foundation of a great and high watch Tower and then shall they begin to say within themselves 
what need hath my Lord of this tower seeing this is a time of peace.." 
 
Aug 1840 -- In Nauvoo the First Presidency issued a general epistle, stating, "...it is necessary to 
erect a house of prayer, a house of worship of our God, where the ordinances can be attended 
to agreeably to His divine will, in this region of country."(Smith, History of the Church, 4:186.) 
 
 Oct 1840 -- In the General Conference of the Church the congregation resolved, "That the Saints 
build a house for the worship of God, and that Reynolds Cahoon, Elias Higbee, and Alpheus 
Cutler be appointed a committee to build the same." Men agreed to"tithe" their labor, working 
one day in ten on the temple. (Smith, History of the Church, 4:205.) The Temple Committee was 
charged to superintend the work and oversee the entire operation. They also received donations. 
Those who donated received receipts, usually written by Elias Higbee. (Clayton,"Nauvoo Temple 
History Journal," p. 3.) A limestone quarry in an old stream bed northwest of Nauvoo, but within 
the city limits, opened. It was located west of Main Street, between Hyrum Street and Joseph 
Street. Elisha Everett struck the first blow for stone for the temple. William Niswanger operated 
the quarry, which came to be called the Temple Stone Quarry. Albert P. Rockwood and his 
assistant Charles Drury supervised the crews cutting the limestone. (Smith, History of the Church, 
4:229; William Clayton Journal, Journal History, 31 Dec 1844.) Later, stone from another quarry 
was also used. Joseph Smith III stated, that the stone for the Temple came"from a quarry in the 
north side of the city along the river bank [the Temple Stone Quarry] and some of them from 
down the river [probably the Loomis Quarry]." (Saints Herald,26 Sept 1949.) 
 
Fall 1840 -- Joseph Smith "advertised for plans for a temple. He [William Weeks] said several 
architects presented their plans, but none seemed to suit Smith. So when he went in and showed 
his plans, Joseph Smith grabbed him, hugged him and said, 'You are the man I want.'"(F. M. 
Weeks to J. Earl Arrington, in Arrington,"William Weeks," BYU Studies, 19 [Spring 1979]: 340.) 
 
19 Oct 1840 -- Prior to this date the Temple Committee had contacted Daniel H. Wells about land 
for the temple. (Clayton,"Nauvoo Temple History Journal," p. 4.) Joseph Smith wrote that the 
Church had "secured one of the most lovely situation [for the Temple] in this region of the 
Country." He also stated that the Nauvoo Temple was "expected to be considerable larger than 



the one in Kirtland and on a more magnificent scale." (Smith. History of the Church, 4:229; Times 
and Seasons, 2 [1 Jan 1842]: 259-260.) 
 
15 Dec 1840 -- Work in the quarry continued, but progress was slow. The workers "tithe" their 
time, working one day in ten. (Manuscript History of the Church, 15 Dec 1840, CA.) 
  



15 Jan 1841 -- The First Presidency reported, "The Temple of the Lord is in the progress of 
erection." (Times and Seasons, 2 [15 Jan 1841]: 274.) 
 
19 Jan 1841 With the construction of the Nauvoo Temple underway, the Lord give a new 
revelation commanding the saints to build the Boarding House which will also be a holy edifice. 
In the revelation, the Lord informs that saints that the if they don't complete the Nauvoo 
Boarding House within a "sufficient time", they will be rejected as a church with their dead. 
Joseph Smith warns the saints multiple times that is they don't complete both houses of the Lord 
within the sufficient time, they will be rejected as a church.  
 
It appears as if the reason the Nauvoo Temple is included as a package deal with the Nauvoo 
House, to be completed in an acceptable time, is because the both are needed to accomplish the 
gathering of the saints and the salvations of Zion. Secondly, it is important to remember that the 
Nauvoo Temple had been commanded to be built much earlier than the Nauvoo House and 
therefore was expected to be completed by the time that the Nauvoo House was completed. 
 
Here is the last part of Section 97 that was not included in the quote from Judge Elias Higbee in 
the Times and Seasons. We learn from them that when the Temple is successfully built in the 
third watch, it will be done speedily while the people are living consecration. The following 
passages inform us what the purposes of the Nauvoo Temple are and how they differentiate the 
purpose of the Nauvoo Temple from the Nauvoo House: 
 
 
11  Yea, let it be built speedily, by the tithing of my people. 
12  Behold, this is the tithing and the sacrifice which I, the Lord, require at their hands, that there 
may be a house built unto me for the salvation of Zion— 
13  For a place of thanksgiving for all saints, and for a place of instruction for all those who are 
called to the work of the ministry in all their several callings and offices; 
14  That they may be perfected in the understanding of their ministry, in theory, in principle, and 
in doctrine, in all things pertaining to the kingdom of God on the earth, the keys of which 
kingdom have been conferred upon you. 
15  And inasmuch as my people build a house unto me in the name of the Lord, and do not suffer 
any unclean thing to come into it, that it be not defiled, my glory shall rest upon it; 
16  Yea, and my presence shall be there, for I will come into it, and all the pure in heart that shall 
come into it shall see God. 
17  But if it be defiled I will not come into it, and my glory shall not be there; for I will not come 
into unholy temples. 
 

Notice how the Nauvoo Temple is constructed for the following purposes, and how they differ 

from the listing previously provided about the Nauvoo House: 



 Built for the Salvation of Zion 

 A place of instruction for the Missionaries (144,000?) 

 A place where the pure in heart will see God 

 

Section 97 informs us that the temple was to be built "speedily" by a consecrated people. For this 

reason it is curious that when the brethren across the river from Nauvoo decided to resume their 

attempt at consecration, Joseph Smith told them it was not the right time and that he would take 

full responsibility for the decision. 

 
In a meeting with the High Council of Iowa, Joseph Smith told them he did not want them or the 

saints in Nauvoo to resume the attempt to practice consecration until it could be ascertained 

how the affairs before congress would terminate. He said that trying to live the law at that time 

would defeat the purpose. He instructed the  Saints to wait on consecration until he, (Joseph) 

gave them the go ahead. Joseph told them that he assumed the whole responsibility of the Saints 

not keeping that law at that time. 

"Some of the Saints on the Iowa side of the Mississippi River desired to re-establish the law of 
consecration there in early 1840. When this was brought to the attention of Joseph Smith, he, 
called the High Council together. The minutes of the March 6, 1840, meeting contain the 
following information: 

"Friday, 6.—Attended the meeting of the High Council of Iowa, at Brother Elijah Fordham's, 
Montrose. 

Extract from the Minutes of the Iowa High Council. 

President Joseph Smith, Jun., addressed the Council on various subjects, and in particular the 
consecration law; stating that the affairs now before Congress was the only thing that ought to 
interest the Saints at present; and till it was ascertained how it would terminate, no person 
ought to be brought to account before the constituted authorities of the Church for any 
offense whatever; and [he] was determined that no man should be brought before the Council 
in Nauvoo till that time, etc., etc. The law of consecration could not be kept here, and that it 
was the will of the Lord that we should desist from trying to keep it; and if persisted in, it 
would produce a perfect defeat of its object, and that he assumed the whole responsibility of 
not keeping it until proposed by himself. 

He requested every exertion to be made to forward affidavits to Washington, and also letters 
to members of Congress. The following votes were then passed: 



First—That this Council will coincide with President Joseph Smith, Jun.'s decision concerning 
the consecration law, on the principle of its being the will of the Lord, and of President Smith's 
taking the responsibility on himself..." 

It is difficult to know for sure whether Joseph prevented them from living consecration because 

he knew it was  not time and that the temple would fail or if his eyes were covered and he 

actually thought they could be successfuly completing the temple while not in a consecrated 

state. 

Addendum 

Related comments in reply to a commenter contained below 

 

Great question Ryan 

It was not a question worth addressing in that forum because those LDS apologists are prophet 
worshippers who don’t think that Joseph Smith ever made a malignant mistake. They refuse to 
acknowledge that Joseph had fulfilled the succession prophecy in section 43 and had temporarily 
stopped abiding in the Lord. 

That is why he had been replaced as the prophet of the church by someone else. 

The cold hard truth of the matter is that Joseph Smith had given the King Follett funeral sermon 
on April 7th, 1844, two months prior to his 12 May 1844 sermon in which he taught a very 
serious false doctrine about the nature and character of God. He blatantly contradicted the 
scriptures in the four standard works (including the scriptures Joseph brought forth). In the 
sermon he claims that God was not from everlasting to everlasting even though the scriptures 
testify that declaration to be true. 

God the Father was not once a mortal being like us! 

If you have not read the posts regarding that issue I highly encourage you to do so. 

There is a magnificent reason why Joseph had to have a temporary fall. 

In order to do justice to the topic of Joseph temporarily falling from his church position, I would 
need to provide the contextual backdrop of the atonement statute which the apologists are light 
years from being ready for. 

Anyway, I am responding to you. 



Joseph had lost the spirit and his calling long before his 12 May sermon. The words of Isaiah had 
come to pass that God was going to cover the eyes of his seers. That is the first thing to keep in 
consideration. 

Therefore, if Joseph was saying that the ordinances of baptism for the dead was still valid, one 
has to determine if those words represented the “word of God” and were consistent with section 
124, OR if they were the words of a desperate man still trying to hold the church together and 
force the issue.. 

Secondly, when Joseph Smith announced that God would no longer accept baptisms for the 
dead, I believe he was making a “thus sayeth the lord” declaration. He had learned by revelation 
that the baptisms were no longer acceptable. 

I don’t think he was making a “thus sayeth the Lord” declaration when he allowed baptisms to be 
resumed in the baptismal font that was located in the unfinished temple.  

Lyman Wight interpreted the declaration that baptisms were no longer allowed in the river as 
being the end of the acceptable time. Apparently all baptisms for the dead stopped at that time 
and a period of time went by before the saints began resuming baptisms for the dead in the 
unfinished temple. 

The 64 dollar question is, did Joseph ever receive a revelation from God allowing baptisms to be 
performed in the unfinished temple? I am not aware that a revelation was ever received allowing 
it. It makes not sense. Either the Saints should have been able to continue using the rivers, or, 
they were rejected.  

Using an unfinished temple contradicts the letter and spirit of the revelation! 

I believe the evidence points to the fact that the Saints had been rejected at the time Joseph 
Smith made is anouncement that baptisms were no longer acceptable in the river. 

I believe the Saints were not authorized to be doing baptisms for the dead in the unfinished 
temple when they eventually began doing that. 

Here is Lyman Wights statement: 

“We were to have a sufficient time to build that house during which time our baptisms for our 
dead should be acceptable in the river. If we did not build within this time we were to be 
rejected as a church we and our dead together. Both the temple and baptizing went very 
leisurely till the temple was somewhere in building the second story when Bro Joseph from the 
Stand announced the alarming declaration that baptism for our dead was no longer acceptable 
in the river, as much to say the time for building the temple had passed by and both we and 
our dead were rejected together. The church now stands rejected together with their dead The 



church being rejected now stands alienated from her God in every sense of the word” Church 
History Vol 2 p 790 

It is pretty difficult to argue with Lyman’s interpretation of what it meant when the baptisms in 
the river were no longer acceptable. Look closely at the following passage: 

“31 But I command you, all ye my saints, to build a house unto me; and I grant unto you a 
sufficient time to build a house unto me; and during this time your baptisms shall be acceptable 
unto me. 
32 But behold, at the end of this appointment your baptisms for your dead shall not be 
acceptable unto me; and if you do not these things at the end of the appointment ye shall be 
rejected as a church, with your dead, saith the Lord your God.” 

As you can see, baptisms outside of the temple are only allowed during the building of the house, 
prior to the end of the appointed time. There are only two things that would cause the river 
baptisms to cease, one would be the completion of the building project, the other would be the 
end of the appointment. 

The building was not completed at the time Joseph informed the church that the baptisms were 
no longer acceptable in the river. 

At the Church’s October 1841 general conference, Joseph Smith 
shocked the gathered congregation by stating, “There shall be no more 
baptisms for the dead, until the ordinance can be attended to in the 
Lord’s House” (HC 4:426). 

Although the saints eventually assumed that they simply needed to erect a baptismal font in the 
unfinished temple, there is no documentation to support that such an act was commanded by 
revelation, indeed, the act appears to be condemned by the verves 33-34. 

Furthermore, when baptisms resumed one month later in the unfinished temple, it was in a 
temporary wooden baptismal font that was to eventually be replaced by one of cut stone. 
(http://www.dialoguejournal.com/wp-content/uploads/sbi/articles/Dialogue_V23N02_87.pdf ) 

Strangely enough, dispite the strong warning given in Section 124, some of the saints continued 
doing baptisms for the dead in the river as late as 1844. The article above fron Dialogue states: 

“On some occasions, however, as when Wilford Woodruff and his wife, Phoebe, went to the 
Mississippi River in August 1844 “to be baptized for some of our dead friends,” the river was still 
used as an alternate site (Kenney 1985, 2:455). This may have 
been because the new stone font was under construction in the temple or because the turmoil 
surrounding the June 1844 deaths of Joseph and Hyrum…”. 

http://www.dialoguejournal.com/wp-content/uploads/sbi/articles/Dialogue_V23N02_87.pdf


I have previously blogged about that statement by Wight and I have challenged his belief that the 
sufficient time was up, because it did not seem like a “sufficient” (fair and reasonable) amount of 
time to build either structure, let alone both of them. Now that I have more information, I am of 
the opinion that Lyman Wight was correct in his declaration.  

Few people realize that section 124 did not represent the beginning of the practice of baptisms 
for the dead in Nauvoo. They were being done before that section was given.14 

Although it is possible that the baptisms were no longer acceptable because the sufficient time 
allotted had expired, it is also probable that the saints were being rejected because of 
transgression. 

It is very possible that something having to do with secret abominations (polygamy-secret wife 
doctrine) or involvement in secret societies (masonry) took place at that time that offended God 
so deeply that he pulled the plug at that time. 

It is unfortunate that the folks over at the Interpreter have “cried uncle” and disabled the 
comments feature on the friendly discussion I was having with them, because I was about to 
unleash the bombshell on them that Section 97 is the actual revelation containing the 
commandment to build the temple!!! (it doesn’t really matter because those folks over there are 
too wise to be taught anything) 

This proves my claim that section 124 was primarily about the Nauvoo House and not about the 
Temple!!! 

It also proves that the saints were delinquent in building the Nauvoo Temple BEFORE section 124 
was even given! 

I came upon this new information just a few days ago while reading the times and seasons. 

I will be updating the last pdf to include this information. 

Here is the quote from the Times and Seasons: 

“To show more fully the will of God concerning the house which is to be built, we make an 
extract from the book of Covenants, page 209, which reads as follows: 

10 Verily I say unto you, that it is my will that a house should be built unto me in the land of 
Zion, like unto the pattern which I have given you. 
11 Yea, let it be built speedily, by the tithing of my people. 
12 Behold, this is the tithing and the sacrifice which I, the Lord, require at their hands, that 

                                                           
14

 On August 14, 1840, While preaching a funeral sermon for Colonel Seymour Brunson, Joseph Smith first announced the doctrine of 
baptism for the dead 



there may be a house built unto me for the salvation of Zion— 
13 For a place of thanksgiving for all saints, and for a place of instruction for all those who are 
called to the work of the ministry in all their several callings and offices; 
14 That they may be perfected in the understanding of their ministry, in theory, in principle, 
and in doctrine, in all things pertaining to the kingdom of God on the earth..’  

Now, I would candidly ask the Saints, and all who desire to do the will of God, will we lay hold 
with our mights to accomplish this mighty, this glorious work, and show by our works, that we, 
who enjoy the glorious privilege of living in these latter days, (in which God has begun his work 
to bring to pass the gathering of his elect,) are worthy of the high privileges which we enjoy, by 
coming up like men of God and sacrifice, and by our works show that we are such a people as 
the Lord would have gathered together, as described in the 50th Psalm which says: “Gather my 
Saints together unto me; those that have made a covenant with me by sacrifice?” Among the 
sacrifices which God requires at this time is the tithing for the building of this house.”  

Again, with this new information, it is now clear that the Saints had been negligent in building the 
temple before section 124 was given and that 124 was not addressing the Nauvvo Temple. It was 
addressing the Nauvoo Boarding House. 


