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Case Reports 1 Placed in Libraries

Thanks to the generosity ol an anonymous
donor, 3 copy of Case Reports of the Mormon
Alliance, 1995, Volume 1,were placed in approxi~
mately one thousand university and public libraries
across the United States. Volume 1 has become a
classic compendium of sources on Mon'non policy
and the behaviorof Mormons(not always the same
thing) related to child sexual abuse.

Eachvolumewasaccompaniedbyan introduc‑
tory letter that explained: "The Mormon Church.
widely known for its pro‐family activist stance, has
taken a firm stand against child sexual abuse in its
public statements, yet Mormon families are not
invulnerable. ManyMormons arevictims of abuse.
Many Mormons are perpetrators. The policies and
doctrines cfthe church can be immensely helpful in
providing support for survivors, yet itsemphasison
hierarchy and male authority mean that it can. like
most conservative religions, inadvertently foster a
climate that perpetrators can take advantage of.”

In addition to describing the book‘s contents,
the letter also suggested cataloging headings.

The volumeswere sent to each public-library in
Utah, to every women's college, to each public
universitywith anenrollment overmorethan 2,000,
to each county library in the twenty stateswith the
highest percentage of Mormon population, and to
the state libraryand fourorfive largest-city libraries
in the remaining states.

”We hadn't really expected to get much feed‑
back," according to Trustee Lavina FieldingAnder‑
son, "so we were very gratified to receive a re‑
sponse from about two dozen recipients including
the University of Chicago, University of
Washington, Georgia Southwestern State Univer‑
sity, Fort Valley State University of Georgia, Ball
State University, Southern Utah University.
Montana State University, Dixie Collage, Norfolk
State University, Brandeis University, Alabama
state University, Scuthem Illinois University
Edwardsvilie,Albany StateUniversity,Universityof
Illinois, and others.

Most of them were form letters or cards ac‑
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knowledging the gift and expressing appreciation,
but others included a more specific message:

"We appreciate the candor and information
about the Mormon Church as it relates to child
abuse within the semi-closed religious Mormon
society."

"Girls such as yours help us provide materials
that would not otherwise be available to [our]
students, faculty, and other library users."

"We appreciate your contribution towards
enhancing the educational resources on women's
issues [in our] library."

"A bookplate inscribed with ‘Gift of . . . the
MormonAlliance' will be placed in the volume."

"Thank you very much for sharing this with us.
We do haveaconsiderable Mormoncollection, and
this will be a very nice addition."

UPCOMINGMEETINGS
Mark your calendars now for:
1. Our semi-annual conference critique, Mon‑

day, October 4, in the second floor meeting room.
2, 12 January 2000, Wednesday, 6:30-8:30

pm . "The Proclamation on the Family: Who Gets
Left Out." This meetingwill be in the "Story Room"
onthe second floor in the children's library. (Sony!
This room assignment was the library's idea.)

3. 3 April 2000, Monday, 6:30-8:30 pm. Back
in the second-story conference roomforour confer‑
ence critique.

HAVEYOU HEARD THIS ONE?
The Case Reports. Vol. 4, is still plodding

toward its distant deadline but should be at press
this fall. It will deal with the 1993‐97 excommuni‑
cations andfirings. The first partwill provide narra‑
tive overview of dates, events, places-«basically a
summary of what happened. The second part will
consistof personalaccountstalkingaboutthese ev‑
ents "from the inside." More than the "September
Six." these reports will include departures from
BYU and other disciplinary anions since
September 1993.



A News Item I Wish I Were Reading in the
Ensign...

Although the Church has impressive facilities
for satellite transmission of BYUfiresides, general
conference,missionaryfiresides, etc.,these events
all havethe same format: Someone (usuallymale)
is speaking while everyone else sits and listens.
Communication is always oneway. In contrast . . .

W. Grant McMurray, president of the Reorga‑
nized Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints,
reported in the July 1999 issueof SaintsHerald(p.
4) on a leadership teleconference held in May.
Twenty-foursites in NorthAmerica received identi‑
cal materials, and a member of the World Church
Leadership Council worked in person with local
planners to adjust and personalize the information.
Then on 1 May, the 2400 participants listened to
opening remarks from President McMurray while
computer operators at each site logged on to an
lntemet chat room. Fromthat point on, the format
wasquestionstransmittedfromeach location,while
the responses, also transmitted from many sites,
appeared live ontheir television screens.

RLDS World Conference has always been
more interactivethan LDSgeneral conference‐with
genuine debate and floor votes. In addition to
applying interactivetechnologyto increaseintema‑
tional representation and participation at confer‑
ence, McMurray commented:

"We are on the brink of truly being able to
establish a sense of global community across the
miles. . . . The May event was done with easily
acquired technology and at comparatively small
expense. How far are we from being able to wor‑
ship interactivelywith brothers and sisters of other
cultures, each of usviewing the other in our home‑
lands? When might we begin to truly utilize the
capabilities of instant communication to confer
together. to dialogueabout issuesof importance,or
to share significant news in the life of the church?"

Guest Editorial
THE GRANDEUROF THOUGHT
Arthur C. Wiscombe

One of the most magnificent things to observe
in our comer of the mortal universe is a human
being thinking. A solitary individual having the
courage to think an original thought. Dowe under‑
stand howrare,and howdifficult, that is?Whenthe
person is very young that makes the event that
more glorious to contemplate.

It is not that the thought itself is original, be‑

‐_‐‑‐ _ _ _ _‐ _ ‐ ‐ . ‐ . ‑‐‑

cause, as Goethe has reminded us, all grand
thoughts have been thought by others before us.
However, themoral imperative, the very grandeur,
is to think them anew‐for ourselves‐for the first
time. Why is this so difficult to pull off? It is as
though our entire mortal environment conspires
against us doing so. The octopal tentacles of woe
and vicissitude conspire against such an achieve‑
ment.The forces of massconformity areatwork on
us before we can walk. The powers of indoctrina‑
tion seem to engulf us from our very beginning. It
has often been said that we are born originals, but
we die copies. To the extent that this is true is this
notthe very essence of humantragedy?Would not
the Gods wish. for their own, the very opposite?
Camusvaluedfreedomof thought and remindedus
before his tragic automobile death that man is the
only animal that refuses to be what he/she is.

Ido not suggest that thinking is the only beauty
that abounds. Acting on the noble impulse is still
more beautiful. However, the two should walk the
mortal gauntlet hand in hand. Our challenge is to
think with brilliance and to act with courageous
resolve. Does this not begin to define what Christ
did andwhat He is? Is this not what Joseph Smith
was doing when he announced the necessity of a
Restoration? Did not each give his life for his
thought and for his act, for his resolve, and for his
indomitable will? So we muster the strength to
couple mind with heart and we go forth into the
mortal battle. Should not responsible thought and
the noble act be a primary goal for all?

For citizens to survive they must establish
goals. To implement goals they must organize. To
organize is to create institutions. Institutions, by
necessity,spawnbureaucracy. Intimebureaucracy.
operatedby andformassculture,destroys thevery
goals the citizens originally set out to achieve.
Corrupt means inevitably comipt the ends them‑
selves. Bureaucracy becomes, in the end, more
interested in maintaining power and control, while
becoming lessand less interested inanth,Justice,
or the Good. Thus is the nature (and the motives
and the behavior) of wretched mortal humankind,
and the circular nature of paradox and bureau‑
cracy.

I believe the real enemy to freedom and to
thought and to the noble act is fear. Fearsthat well
up from within. Fears that come from vindictive
onslaught from without. Why should any institu‑
tional leader fear freedom of thought? Why should
the led, in any organization, fear freedom of
thought? Thought, of course. seems subversive to
thetranquility of the religiouslyassembled.Thought
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were sending out and then immediately talked
about how it was making friends for the Church."
Another participant countered, "But we're always
complaining that they never tell us how they're
spendingmoney. lsn't it bettertoget somestatistics
on some aspects of Church spending than noth‑
ing?"

3. Elder Stephen A. West's talk about the his
experiences in aMormon branch among the urban
poor. ”When was the last time you heard anybody
say that people who were mentally ill and who
smelled badbelonged in Churchmeetings?"asked
one. "I never have, and in most wards, I think the
answerwould be that they don't have a place."

4. Thegroup split on ElderJeffrey R. Holland‘s
Easter address on Christ's atonement. Some
praised itsclearfocusonChrist, Holland'seloquent
intensity, and the focus on the Father/Son relation‑
ship as adding conceptual depth to the more usual
"retelling of theEasterstory without any attempt at
exegis or interpretation."Another. however, found
repellent the presentation of “the ideal relationship
as being total submission" and, furthermore, that
the model for relationshipswas that of a father and
son. "Where is Heavenly Mother in this relation‑
ship?" Another pointed out that this relationship
actually countered the otherwise near uniform
emphasis on “the family' as a couple with depend‑
ent children.

5. If there had been an award for Creative
Reading between the Lines, it would have gone to
one serious listener who found in Elder Neal A.
Maxwell's address an appeal to members of the
Church to abandon the "blind obedience" model.
This listenerfound it “profoundly encouraging" that
the model of cultural decline he used also fit the
Church and that he laid responsibility for problems
equally on"leadersandfollowers." "Thiswas about
the best he could do in general conference, but I
think hewastalking about the Churchwhen hewas
talking about culture," insisted this analyst. 'He
didn‘t quote any Mormons and he didn‘t once refer
to the Church."

Skeptics of this interpretation pointed out that
the entire talk could havejust beena codeddenun‑
ciation of BillClinton politics,that hemay havejust
been assigned to throw a bone to the intellectuals,
andthat it'smerely guilt-producing to make follow‑
ers equally responsible to leaders when leaders
have all the power. Still, conceded other listeners,
this talkwas lucid and clear, unlike many muddled
Maxwell messages of the past. "I think that confu‑
sion may have represented his own internal con‑
flict," argued one listener. "I think he may have

‐ ‐ . _ _ ‐ .-‐‐‐‐‐‑‑‐ ‐ ‐ . ‑‐_‐‑
repented.”

6. Marlin Jensen's substantive talk on friend‑
ship, Sheri Dew's insights into the atonement, and
Joe J. Christensen's call for less materialism drew
applause.

7.The announcement that the NauvooTemple
will be rebuilt. While the announcement is an
exciting one, another listenerpredictedthat itwould
be "a perfect symbol of what the Church does to
history: the facade will look authentic down to the
last detail, and the interior will have nothing to do
with it."

This comment reflected a general malaise
among listeners with the heavy (and heavy-hand‑
ed) emphasls on and near-equation of temples and
families, themes that reappeared in a monotonous
numberof talks. One listener hypothesizedat least
four reasons: (1) the sheer number of temples.
thanks to President Hinckley's insistence on their
creation; (2) the obvious appetite of contemporary
Mormons for a "pilgrimage" experience even if it
tums into ersatz history like the trek reenactment;
(3) the temple as a substitute for the lack of con‑
temporary Mormondoctrinal unlqueness ("doctrine
changes every time President Hinckley gives a
pressconference”), and (4)the conceptual simplic‑
ity of pointing to a building and being able to say,
"This is what makes us special" - especially since
there's noway to determinewhether that statement
is true as longas peopledon‘t talk aboutwhat goes
on inside.

Another listener expressed uneasiness for
another reason: "What does get said about the
temple trivializes It." Another agreed, "Carol Tho‑
mas'stalk turned it intoa matterof dress standards
from infancy on." Another pointed out that the
temple had displaced Jesus as the source of
salvation. Still anotherwas irritated by the ancient
"sacred, not secret“ explanation for silence; "it's
obviously both." Quipped another, "unless you
knowwhere to look on the lntemet."

Thedreary mappingof temple-maniagemoth‑
erhoodthat dominatedtheYoungWomen'sfireside
was very bothersome to most listeners. One
college-age woman noted, "They used to at least
say there was a place for education so that you'd
beawell-roundedwoman asamother, but now, all
you need is motherhood." One young man
poignantly said hefelt "trapped"growing upwith an
equally constricted male model. "I asked my par‑
ents: I'msupposed to go on a mission and get an
education so l can get a good job to support a wife
and children and spend all my spare time being a
good father so that my children will grow up to be



responsible adults who will be good parents who
will raise children who'll do the same thing. is this
all there is?"

Elder Robert D. Hales‘s free-associational
laundry list of everything parents should be doing
with/for/to their children drew strong expressions of
weariness, as did his citation of Orson F. Whitney's
often-used but bizarrequotationabout continuing to
pray for wayward children because the "tentacles"
of the Holy Ghost will "feel" after them, Elder
Richard G. Scott‘s advice to men not to make all
the decisions even ifthe local culture allowed such
a style was cancelled out by his instructions to
women to get educations but only for the purpose
of being better mothers. not for careers. Another
listener was made uneasy by his mentioning the
deaths of two of his children, but only in the context
of how they inspired the reactivation of his father.
"He didn't deal with his own feelings at all," she
pointed out. "And by implying that serene assur‑
ance is the right way to feel when a child dies, he
just made every Mormon parent who is stnrggling
with the same circumstances deal not only with
grief but also with guilt."

When it came to conference trends, Janice
identified a sharp dip in the number of speakers
whoquotedand/orpraisedPresidentHinckley--only
nine compared to almost all of last conference's
speakers. Shealso found "more than ever"talks on
doctrine‐seven, upfromtwo orthree in last confer‑
ence. while Christian living dropped to eight and
"institutional" instruction of a program or principle
clearly topped out with fifteen. Several participants
found her classifications overly optimistic. Elder
Eyring‘s talk, for instance, was not really about
doctrine as much as it was about teaching doctrine,
argued one. Elder Oaks's talk was not really so
much about the doctrine of witnesses as it was
about rehabilitating his kinsman, Martin Ham's.

For conference fantasies, one participant
wished that the moving plea for patience and
tolerance toward those of other faiths could also be
extended to those within Mormonism. Another
wished that the audience could be expanded
beyond minority (approximately 19percent) of LDS
householdsthat consistoftwo parentswith depend‑
ent children. Anotherthought it would be refreshing
to hear a real prophecy instead of a statement
introduced by "this is not a prophecy."

Joining in the discussion by e-mail was Ed‑
ward L. Jones III of Utah County:

My observations on conference were a little
different. I saw a lot of sexism, l was disappointed
with Carol Thomas' talk, which was basically a

string of quotes from male General Aulhorities
without a lot of original thought.

Elder Holland raved on about fathers and sons
(and the corresponding divine model), but only
mentioned daughters in passing. I thought the talk
would have been more appropriate for priesthood
session.

Speaking of the priesthood session, Elder
Nelson explained that, as per tradition, the women
of his family were home baking doughnuts, anx‑
iously waiting forthe mento come home and share
the inspired cousel they had received. When i
heard that, I said a little prayer in my heart: “God,
please bless that when Elder Nelson goes home
tonight, he'll find a note from the women of his
family that says ‘We've found a vintage convert‑
ible, we're going to Las Vegas, and we don't know
when we'll be back, if ever. Make your own dough‑
nuts.‘ While l'msure that Sister Nelson doesn't feel
oppressed making doughnuts, it seems to me a
dangerous model to hold up for the men of the
Church, lest there be some LDS woman who has
interests that extend beyond the kitchen.

I was proud of Sister Dew's talk. She obviously
doesn't depend on anyone else for her relationship
with Christ.

One GA (I forget which now) lamented that too
few young people go into marriage with valuable
life skills like cooking and sewing. Hmmm. i can
think of a few life skills that would be slightly more
valuable, like the ability to use the telephone
effectively in ordering take-out.

ORGANIZATIONAL STATEMENT

The Mormon Alliance was incorporated on July 4. 1 % . its
purposes are to identify and document ecclesiastical/spiritual
abuse. to promote healing and c i m e for its survivors, to build
moresensitive leadership,toempower LDSmemberstopameipate
With more autrremidty in Mormonism. and to toner a healthier
religiouscommunny.

By Common Consent is the quarterly newsletter or the
Mormon Alliance. published in January, April, Jury, and October.
Pleasesend contribinions and changes or addrfisto the Mormon
Alliance, 3 3 7 S. Highhnd Drive, FMB 215, Salt Lake C'fly, UT
84l21 .

Subscriptions are can for each calendar year. At any point
during the year that asubscription begins.you will reoeivethefour
newsietersofthat year andthe Case Reportsvolumerorthatyeer.
Onrequest,you may receive meetingnotices-t nocharge. Copies
of earlier Case Reports. 1% and 1 % , are available from
Signaturesoarsrarszoapieoe(priceincludesshipping)atsetw.
410 North. Salt Lake City, UT84116. The order line is (511) Kit»
0164.

Report cases or a d m i r a l and spiritual abuse. com-I1
Lavina FieldingAnderson. 1519Robert:Street.Salt LakeCity. UT
64115(w1) 467-1617.
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