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Conference Critr ue

Post-Conference Analysis
The comparatively rare opportunity to

change the faces in, not one, but two seats
in the Quorum of the Twelve has added
more interest than usual to this pre-general
conference lead-up. With absolutely no
insider information (but perhaps a dash of
wishful thinking), an informal poll has
showed Elder Dallin H. Oaks's name com‑
ing up frequently as a possibility for coun‑
selor in the First Presidency to replace
President James E, Faust. Reasons cited
for hisappeal are his comparative youthful‑
ness, his reputation (not always consis‑
tently deserved) as a doctrinal heavy hitter,
and a strong reputation for competence
garnered as president of Brigham Young
University and service on Utah's Supreme
Court.

Another individual whose name has
also been mentioned as a possible c o u n ‘
selor in the First Presidency is Presiding
Bishop H. David Burton, whose responsi‑
bilities for the Church's temporal properties
have brought him into frequent and some‑
times abrasive contact with Salt Lake City's
departing mayor, Rocky Anderson over
such issues as the Main Street Plaza and
the make‐over of the ZCMl/Crossroads
Malls. Bishop Burton has the reputation for
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holding his own and representing the
Church with a fair amount of expertise. His
business and financial expertise might also
be factors.

Either appointment would leave a va‑
cancy, and presumably the first two quo‑
rums of the Seventy would be a logical
place to look for candidates. Commented
one observer, "It's getting conspicuous
that, despite the steadily tilting demo‑
graphic balance toward Latin America,
there still isn't a Latino on the Quorum of
the Twelve. Perhaps now‘s the time for
such an appointment." Eight members of
the First Quorum of the Seventy have
Spanish surnames, although the seven‑
man presidency is all Anglo. No Spanish
surnames appearin the Second Quorum of
the Seventy.

Another argued that the growing public
scrutiny and public awareness of Mormon‑
ism in the United Stateswould make some‑
one with public presentation skills more
attractive.Although past publicspokesmen
for the Church have included Elder M.
Russell Ballard (most recentlyjoining other
religious leaders in publicly supporting the
constitutional marriage amendment) and
Elder Oaks (participating with Elder Lance
Wickman in an interview by Public Rela~
tions on homosexuality), Elder Marlin K,
Jensen, currently Church
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inclined to see the Book of Mormon as
mythological They would tell you that Lehi,
Nephi, Alma, the wicked King Noah, and
even (or especially‘) the dancing daughter
of Jared‐~are no more than storybook
characters.

The most devout of such members
think that the Book 0 Mormon stories point
up to the Restoration; and so it doesn't
much matter whether or not they are true
stories. Should we kick them out of Bos‑
ton?

i see it this way: We have already
accommodated liberal thinking to an extent
by accepting Richard D. Poll's categories
of "Iron Rodders"and "Liahonast" Why not
go along with "Typologists" as well? Ex‑
communicating them might cause quite a
stir, as they may be numerous-staying
with the Church because they are attracted
to "the Way" as opposed to the beliefs.
Perhaps we should look to the Jewish
community for a pattern. if the Jews have
three tiers of orthodoxy, which shouldn‘t we
add the "Typologists" to the iron Rodders“
(like me) and the "Liahonas"?

"'Give me the head of Jokanaan," as Richard
Strauss puts it in his opera Salom e.

Thoughts on Apologies
Lavina FieldingAnderson

September 11 was marked this year,
not only by remembrance of the acts of
terrorism that brought down New York
City's World Trade Towers, but also by an
unprecedented apology on another killing
field, this one distinctive to Mormonism.

Apostle Henry B, Eyring participated in
a memorial service at the site of the Moun‑
tain Meadows Massacre where local Mor‑
mons killed 120 unarmed men, women,

and children traveling through Utah, also
on September 11 (1857), 150 years ago.
Reading a statement on assignment from
the First Presidency, he addressed the
gathering "as relatives of the massacre
victims and perpetrators and as unrelated
but interested and sympathetic parties."
The Church is one of these "unrelated but
interested and sympathetic parties"

At President Hinckley's behest, the
Church created and has maintained and
repaired the monument, the most recent
iteration of which was erected eight years
ago. At that time, President Hinckley an‑
nounced, somewhat prematurely, "Let the
book of the past be closed." However, the
Church has sponsored the research and
writing of The Mountain Meadows Massa‑
cre by senior LDS historians Richard E.
Turley, Ronald Walker, and Glen Leonard,
all of them career Church employees. For
the past five years, the authors have annu‑
ally announced that the bookwould appear
in just another few months from Oxford
University Press. Eider Eyring repeated
that the book would be out "in coming
months" and announced, as its two main
conclusions, that the massacre did not
communicate Brigham Young's intentions
and that the responsibility lies with "local
[Church] leaders" and "members . . , acting
under their direction."

Elder Eyring expressed "profound
regret" for the massacre with "a separate
expression of regret" to the local Paiute
bands who probably "would not have par‑
ticipated without the direction and stimulus
provided by local Church leaders and
members."

He then deflected requests from repre‑
sentatives of the Mountain Meadows Mon»
ument Foundationand the MountainMead‑
ows descendants to make the monument
a federally managed site. He stated: "The



Church has worked with descendant
groups since then [President Hinckley's
dedication of the monument in 1999] to
maintain the monument and surrounding
property and continues to improve and
preservethese premisesandtomakethem
attractive and accessible to all who visit.
We are committed to do so in the future."

This "apology" generated considerable
comment on email lists, on the one hand
prompting amazement that it had hap‑
pened at all and, on the other, raising
questions about whether "regret" consti‑
tuted a "real" apology.

it is true that the Church, like other
churches, has not been eager to announce
responsibility for its past errors. Pope John
Paul II ushered in a new era by exonerat‑
ing Galileo for his "heresy" and, even more
specifically, apologizing to the Jews for the
the centuries of Christian-sponsored po‑
grams, denigration, and anti‐Semitism.

The LDS Church, in contrast, when
encouraged to renounce "folk" explana‑
tions for withholding priesthood ordination
from worthy black men since the 18505,
declined. On the twentieth anniversary of
Spencer W. Kimball revelation in June
1978 extending ordination without regard
to race, media reported plans that the
Church planned "to disavow past doctrine
that was interpreted as saying blackswere
inferior and their skin color was the biblical
mark of Cain." Such statements had pro‑
vided a century of racist "explanations"
from Church presidents and apostles and '
were accepted as doctrinally binding by
most members of the Church.

The Public Affairs department coun‑
tered by announcing that "church leaders
have no plans to issue a statement." No
repudiation of these policies has been
made to date. The result is an uneasy
historical limbo in which these previously

authoritative but unrenounced statements
co-exist with the Church's official silence
on reasons for the priesthood ban and,
consequently, the need for the change in
policy, commonly acceptedasa revelation.

Not even on the table for discussion is
the Church's continuing exclusion of
women from priesthoodordination, despite
the increasingly conspicuous lameness of
explanations that "men have priesthood,
women have motherhood."

These are not problems that can be
solved by apologies.They are examples of
a more serious underlying problem: The
problem is that there seems to be be no
way to acknowledge the problems and,
hence, no way to start solving the prob‑
lems.

The Church has no formal feedback
mechanisms for input by members of the
Church who have questions, wish to raise
concerns, 'or are troubled by existing poli‑
cies. An all-too‐frequent response to
question-askers is to stigmatize them as
trouble-makers by implying--or flatly
stating--that God will tell the prophet what
the Church needs. In this top-down model,
there is no encouragement or welcome for
grassroots input. Dissatisfaction with the
status quo becomes prima facie evidence
of lack of faith or incipient apostasy.

Maybe that‘s a situation that deserves
an apology--and the most sincere form
such humility could take would be the
changes advocated by the Lord himself:
"And now come, saith the Lord, . . . and let
us reason together" (D&C 50:10).



5 m m .  M  E
Amanda! sown-Mm

I I m s g m m - a m m c a n y w m
m yM u m wan o nm y m u m , mum
many mm Dene-1h n: m, m mun.
naI axvemm: New a human new m
mme: zvl lmd nwm Inlha m u m
[Ion m y w m m n mI M l e l m y s e fl
wwmnm and ” 4 - s z
I nI n : m m m m Iwas . m a m .
I n d m u w m l e v I n m y m l m i l m o
m l n b I w - w w m u d U m I w i l l m y
good I nw-Iwafl m a I m m - m
I n n - m u m And m m o n r y m I I "
mm onmm when mm m Imm
mI n rim-H m. m mm»; 01mm
Gudutw n w. - I I I - m u n m m m u a .

mum am an Ml y u m mm m  m m  m m m  m
m 9 9 q u mm chm‐om nun
Imam m l y hum-n m a m Imam
.IImm mm m. l h lmm. mm

In awn-1.. my: m. y u n m mu
u mu mm g m b yM I , a »

mu: Imag- .1 momI. mm mmu mmmm.umm.m~~
main; .nun-wmumummm
J » . amour-mmII

. v m m m t u m m w m
m u a ms u m wl ’ v -Wfi ianewimwnmuum

11 9 : 2 B m m h l fl m z m m u m m l
m a n . t h a t : I nm m new
“ m u - m m m m h m m w m e
M  h m  m s  m u n h w w .
p m m m m n M u m m m m
n a g - W M M M M

” m e m m m m - v
n i l - W m Coma-mu I m a - m
m b w n m - " M i r - M M »
d m m w m m m m m - ‘ m w
” n u n - m a m m - M u m m y And
w h o M w l m m m
m u w b m w h m  mm m u m . c m . w w u

m - m m u ‐ m u h m I n :
u n w l m m w m m n w m m
I . . . m a m e m w m m u my‐ .n .- u. was m m - hrm M
c a y ‐ d v u - a w a a n m m u m
m lI n n - ‘ m u d - l m m unoon-Iaw w w m w m m w w  m u
m M u t a n t / 1 m m w w w ‑m u s s w m m m : y a w n - I ,m s n m m m m m m m
. .  I v y - W a n

“ W h a m m y - « b a l m !w . . . m m m u f w w h s w m ,m u » m .m S M5 - ‑
u m » , I I I - « I 5

M I W fl W F fl W I

m m  m m
m a  M m  S m
u .  m  o n  m l !


