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You’re Going to Get What You Tolerate, What You Permit You Promote.  
Darwinian Evolution Activism Within the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints 
By Dr. Daniel Burdett 
 
Elder Corbitt gave a talk in 2002 titled Activism vs. Discipleship, Protecting the Valiant. 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=aWNzLAtnnxI&t=34s 
 
In this talk, Elder Corbitt states that he sees our “enemy’s effort to transform disciples of Jesus 
Christ into activists towards or against the Lord’s Church—The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-
day Saints and its leaders.” He describes an effective three step maneuver.   
 
“1) focus the rising generation and the valiant away from the doctrine of Christ and onto real or 
imagined unfairness or injustice in the Lord’s church and the imperfections of its leaders. 2) use 
this shift in focus to stir up feelings of disillusionment, annoyance, resentment, anger and 
hatred toward church policies, declarations, proclamations, principles, doctrines and 
eventually leaders; and 3) manipulate these negative impulses to instigate the use of worldly or 
secular activism or advocacy rather than the doctrine of Christ to effect change in the Kingdom 
of God.“ 
 
Elder Corbitt continues: “What do I mean by activism toward the Church? “Activism” has been 
defined as the policy or action of using (campaigning or) vigorous campaigning to bring about 
political or social change” especially in support of or opposition to one side of a controversial 
issue.” Thus, activism or advocacy directed toward or against The Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter-day Saints is a secular, worldly device misapplied in a spiritual, ortherwordly context.” 
 
Activism is a way for people to feel important, even if the consequences of their activism are 
counterproductive for those they claim to be helping and are even damaging to the fabric of 
the Restored Gospel of Jesus Christ as a whole. 
 
The purpose of this paper is to review examples of Darwinian evolution activism within the 
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints and its educational institutions. First, a review of the   
definition of doctrine. General Authority Seventy, Kevin S. Hamilton shares the following, Jan. 
24, 2023. https://speeches.byu.edu/talks/kevin-s-hamilton/why-a-church/ 
 
Decisions in the Lord’s Church always require a unanimous council. In the General 
Handbook we read: 
 
All members of the First Presidency and Quorum of the Twelve Apostles are prophets, seers, and 
revelators. Together they form the Council of the First Presidency and Quorum of the Twelve 
Apostles. Under the direction of the Lord and by unanimous voice, this council has authority to 
declare and interpret doctrine and establish policy for the Church (see Doctrine and Covenants 
1:38; 107:27–31).28 
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When the First Presidency and the Quorum of the Twelve speak in unity, they speak on behalf 
of the Lord Jesus Christ. 
 
From September 27 to October 15, 1909, members of the First Presidency and Quorum of the 
Twelve, including John A. Widtsoe and James Talmage, met to discuss and revise a draft of the 
1909 statement on the Origin of Man. The final statement was approved by the Quorum of 
the Twelve on October 20, 1909 (p.276). Thomas G. Alexander, Mormonism in Transition.  
Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1986 
 
Knowing this statement was approved by the unanimous council of the Quorum of the Twelve 
and the First Presidency, the 1909 statement on the Origin of Man fulfills this qualification to be 
considered as doctrine and speaking “on behalf of the Lord Jesus Christ” as defined from the 
General Handbook of the Church. The statement was republished 2002. 
https://www.churchofjesuschrist.org/study/ensign/2002/02/the-origin-of-man?lang=eng 
 
This paper will focus on what are seen as recent examples advocacy -- the of rejection of this 
proclamation, its doctrine and obvious resentment towards other Church leaders who have 
supported the 1909 First Presidency Statement. 
 
Example 1a) Notice when you search on The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints web 
site “what does the church believe about evolution?” As of 01/25 the 1909 First Presidency 
Statement is in 4th place. Behind three unattributed articles. The first two are in fact examples 
of advocacy against the 1909 First Presidency statement on the Origin of Man. Are unsigned 
articles a priority over the united Quorum of the Twelve and the First Presidency? 
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Example 1b) How does google do? “what does the lds church believe about evolution” The 
1909 First Presidency Statement does not show up on any of the 16 pages provided L Its 
first/top choice on churchofjesuschrist.org is an unsigned article that appeared in the New Era 
in 2016 targeting our youth L “The Church has no Official Position on the theory of 
evolution, …” Wikipedia comes in second. BYU links to a BYU RecoEvo Workshop lecture Ben 
Spackman. Coming in 4th place the Essay written and approved by an unnamed committee 
released in 2022 titled Organic Evolution. 
 

 

 
 
Example 1c) Page two of the google search provides links to mockery. Examples shown below.  
No links to any of teachings of these Prophets of the Lord Jesus Christ L The results of these 
searches illustrate a rejection against the word of God as it has come through whom He has 
called as Prophets, Seers and Revelators -- in favor of the words of scholars L but approved by 
the brethren? Prophets say one thing, scholars say another. Some believe the Prophets others 
think they have been called of God to correct the Prophets because they know better. 
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Example 2) BYU Professor interviewed about the intersection of science and religion, 12/24. 

 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-2cf55xv3zQ&t=6s 
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“The Church has no official stand on the age of the earth, nor is there a consensus doctrine on 
death before the fall of Adam. Science confirms that many organisms lived and died prior to the 
age of Adam and that the Earth is around 4.6 billion years old.” We are all evolutions now. Or 
are we? If you listen to our Prophet President Nelson, he teaches the complete opposite of 
what BYU professor Dr. Jensen presents in this video. Links to relevant teachings of President 
Nelson also provided for you to compare. 
 
https://speeches.byu.edu/talks/russell-m-nelson/magnificence-man/ 
https://speeches.byu.edu/talks/russell-m-nelson/identity-priority-blessings/ 
https://speeches.byu.edu/talks/russell-m-nelson/the-tie-between-science-and-religion/ 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=kGFiK9H76V0 
https://www.churchofjesuschrist.org/study/general-conference/1993/10/constancy-amid-
change?lang=eng 
https://www.churchofjesuschrist.org/study/video/book-of-mormon-visual-resources/2012-08-
1340-three-pillars-of-gods-plan?lang=eng 
https://www.churchofjesuschrist.org/study/general-conference/2012/04/thanks-be-to-
god?lang=eng 
https://www.churchofjesuschrist.org/study/general-conference/2000/04/the-
creation?lang=eng 
https://www.pewforum.org/2007/05/16/in-focus-mormonism-in-modern-america/ 
 
 Here is one example from the last link:  
MAY 16, 2007, Pew Research Center, In Focus: Mormonism in Modern America, Elder Nelson 
responded in this interview stating the following (link above): 
 
Different denominations deal differently with questions about life’s origins and development. 
Conservative denominations tend to have more trouble with Darwinian evolution. Does the 
church have an official position on this topic? 
 
     Nelson: We believe that God is our creator and that he has created other forms of life. It’s 
interesting to me, drawing on my 40 years of experience as a medical doctor, how similar those 
species are. We developed open-heart surgery, for example, experimenting on lower animals 
simply because the same creator made the human being. We owe a lot to those lower species. 
But to think that man evolved from one species to another is, to me, incomprehensible. 
     
 Why is that? 
      
Nelson: Man has always been man. Dogs have always been dogs. Monkeys have always been 
monkeys. It’s just the way genetics works. 
 
Little did he know that in 2016 an unsigned article in the New Era targeting our youth would 
supplant his old fundamentalist teachings that are corroborated with the 1909 First Presidency 
Statement. Currently the unauthored article is quoted as if it is more authoritative than both, 
the teachings of our current prophet and united 1909 First Presidency Statement. How is this 
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not seen as a modern-day rejection of the teachings of Prophets seemingly consistent with 
scriptural examples of rejecting Prophets (see topical guide). Surely the Lord has a position. At 
one time the Church did. Now, due to the influence, and teamwork of revisionist 
scholars/historians the church has no position? None of whom are sustained as Prophets, 
Seers, and Revelators. They are celebrating (see below). 
Example 3) 3 Years ago a Science and Faith Seminar BYU Online with High School Students 

 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=nXvQkA0FG84&list=PLidmi2o9kVaz_GGVd1ULI6KhujTQC8
ujM&index=17 
 
Watch the video. A Small sample of transcript starting at about 11:27--13:40:  
 
BYU Professor Jensen: Yeah so these obviously have problems but these are these are theories 
being taught right now today and it's kind of this mistaken approach to, you know what the 
science is scary and so what I'm going to do is come up with an alternative model that allows 
me to maybe interpret Genesis literally for instance, right, that everything was created at the 
same time um and so, it's a dangerous way to go… 
 
Professor Jamie Jensen asks: When you see model models like this [one picture depicts a scene 
at Christian Creation Museum and the other picture is taken from the Universal Model, [the UM 
was written by an active member of the church, multiple volumes to which he has dedicated his 
life writing] What does it make you think about the people presenting these models?  
 
Her son answers, I'm not sure it would be very appropriate for me to share my view. I mean it's 
kind of like baffling I guess I don't know.  
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Professor Jensen then asks, Do you want to trust anything else they're telling you? Probably 
not right. It’s a funny attempt they're making to try to make science more compatible with 
faith but it ends up driving people away from the faith because they think, what in the world, 
why are you teaching this when I know it's not true.  
 
Another student remarks, It almost makes me like discredit them it's like wait this isn't true so 
why would anything else you're gonna say be true you know like it discredits them instead of 
helping their cause…  
 
Professor Jensen: and that's unfortunate and that's something also to keep in mind is that if you 
run into something like this where you think wow what I was taught was wrong that doesn't 
necessarily mean everything about your religion is wrong it just means that somebody in a 
misguided attempt to try to help you understand taught you something maybe that wasn't 
quite true and so we want to avoid the pseudoscience we want to learn the science because it 
turns out the science can be totally compatible with the religion if we learn it correctly…  
 
Are the revelations from the Lord to Joseph Smith a dangerous way to go? They were for him. 
Somethings maybe were not quite true? Do we trust what Joseph, The First Presidency and 
President Nelson and “anything else they are telling us?” Was the First Presidency Statement of 
1909 wrong, misguided and just a cultural thing? Are we teaching our youth not to trust our 
Prophets and to discredit them? Do not trust anyone who does not think like a modern scientist 
who is a disciple of Darwin. Trust the science is the most anti science statement ever. 
Questioning science is how you do science! 
 
Example 4) 
BYU’s Jamie Jensen & Seth Bybee’s book may be promoted and available at Desert Book. 
https://www.deseretbook.com/product/P6016966.html 

 
 
Some excerpts: 
 
“So while individual Church leaders have frequently shared their personal beliefs both in favor 
and in opposition to evolution, these statements do not represent Church doctrine. The 
Church is effectively neutral toward matters of evolution” (p. 51). “The question then is 
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whether these somewhat smallest changes within populations of a single species can lead to 
diversification into different species. Science says yes” (p.60). “It appears whether God 
intervened all along the way or He set the plan in motion and stepped back to watch His work, 
He began with a single Template, the common ancestor of all life on earth” (p.61). “We lack 
modern revelation concerning the exact timing of when Adam and Eve lived,” … (p. 61). 
Example 5) 2022 
https://www.churchofjesuschrist.org/study/history/topics/organic-evolution?lang=eng#title1 
 

 
 
The following are just a few quotes from this unattributed essay.  
 
“Leaders of The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints at the time did not take an official 
stance on the theory of evolution, but they did take steps to clarify the Church’s teachings 
related to human origins.” How can you read the First Presidency’s statement and think this? 
 
The next year, President Smith urged Church leaders not to undertake “to say how much of 
evolution is true, or how much is false.” This is taken out of context read the article. No link 
was provided L to the article written by President Joseph F. Smith, but may be read here: 
https://archive.org/details/juvenileinstruct464geor/page/208/mode/2up?view=theater 
  
“Latter-day Saints and their leaders found themselves on both sides of this issue.” Today 
probably, not the united Q12 and First Presidency of 1909.  
 
I have addressed this essay in another write up. The paper asserts that the essay on Organic 
Evolution is a biased rendition of revisionist history advancing one side of the issue. As a fellow 
member and father, I expect better. This is yet another example of advocacy within our ranks 
against teachings of Prophets, Seers and Revelators. Prophets wrong, scholars exercising their 
freedom of speech are now empowered and permitted to publish their thoughts and advance 
them as the current position of the Church. The Church Handbook needs to be updated and 
rewritten. 
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Example 6) This essay on Organic Evolution was advocated, promoted and celebrated by 
Scriptureplus on TikTok. The link provided below. 
 

 
https://www.tiktok.com/@scriptureplus/video/7109574018227031342 
 
Example 7) Also promoted in my stake, the Ogden Utah Weber Stake March 14, 2024, the 
Organic Evolution essay and the book by Jamie Jensen and Seth Bybee. 
Example 8) Weber State University Institute March 20, 2024 invited Professor Matthew Cook to 
speak. His talk was titled Jesus Christ, a God of the Gap? A copy of which I have obtained. He 
mentions Darwin’s books On the Origin of the Species 1859 and the Descent of Man 1871 
where it is theorized that evolution and speciation were driven by natural selection. “Over time, 
enough changes would accumulate in successive generations of a population that it would 
come to constitute a new species.” The Big Bang is also promoted. “ Keep in mind that the 
Scriptures are not meant to be a history book…” Many Scriptures contradict these assertions. 
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Example 9) 2023, The teaching of evolution celebration at BYU gleefully reported here. 

  
https://lifesciences.byu.edu/magazine/50-years-of-teaching-evolution-at-byu 
Among other things, notice the $ involved in promoting this narrative below. 
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The article begins by citing D&C 88:118. 
 
And as all have not faith, seek ye diligently and teach one another words of wisdom; yea, seek 
ye out of the best books words of wisdom; seek learning, even by study and also by faith. 
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This scripture is a point of agreement, however, “seek ye out of the best books” for Darwin’s 
Disciples would not include books supporting and defending the 1909 First Presidency 
Statement, The Bible, The Book of Mormon, D&C, The Pearl of Great Price, The Power Within Us, 
by President Nelson, Man His Origin and Destiny by President Joseph Fielding Smith, Gospel 
Doctrine by President Joseph F. Smith, or Mormon Doctrine by Elder Bruce R. McConkie. 
Darwin’s Disciples list of best books would include, The Origin of the Species and The Decent of 
Man by Charles Darwin, proof mentioned above. 
 

 
 
The article written by, Aubrey Johnson, July 26th, 2023 promotes this article targeting our 
children in the Oct. 2016, New Era, mentioned above. Which is-- 
 Example 10) https://www.churchofjesuschrist.org/study/new-era/2016/10/to-the-point/what-
does-the-church-believe-about-evolution?lang=eng 
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The unnamed article asserts: 
 
“The Church has no official position on the theory of evolution. Organic evolution, or changes 
to species’ inherited traits over time, is a matter for scientific study. Nothing has been revealed 
concerning evolution.” 
 
If “the Church has no official position” why the celebration? Is the 1909 First Presidency 
Statement on the Origin of Man an official position? For those celebrating—no, it is “anti-
science.” https://universe.byu.edu/2019/07/30/the-church-and-byu-an-evolution-of-evolution/ 
 
Aubrey includes a link to evidence of BYU’s student Darwinian enthusiasts destroying the First 
Presidency’s response regarding the 1911 conflict at BYU involving the Chamberlins and 
Petersons.  https://newspapers.l ib.utah.edu/details?id=14191 
 
Example 11) 2019 
https://universe.byu.edu/2019/07/30/the-church-and-byu-an-evolution-of-evolution/ 
 
“This message from the First Presidency was anti-evolution and science.” 
Rachel Keeler, July 30, 2019 
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Example 12) 2018 https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC6221276/ 
 
 

 
 
Some paragraphs shared below: 
 
“Members of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints (LDS, Mormon), a generally 
conservative denomination, have historically harbored strong anti-evolution sentiments. We 
report here a significant shift toward acceptance, compared to attitudes 30 years earlier, by 
students at Brigham Young University, which is owned and operated by the LDS church.” 
 
“More importantly, there has been a significant decrease in negative messaging from Church 
authorities and in its religious education system.” 
 
“For members of the LDS Church, then, there has been a discrepancy between an official 
statement, of limited circulation, that there is no doctrinal objection to biological evolution, 
and a widely-disseminated set of opinions by some high-placed church authorities 
condemning evolution.” 
 
“An important conclusion to be drawn from all the existing information is that the LDS Church 
has no official statement on the theory of evolution. In spite of this, several influential 
authorities have expressed anti-evolutionary opinions [30–32] that have imprinted several 
generations of Mormons with highly negative views about the subject, creating a cultural 
memory with strong staying power.” 
 
“There has never been a formal declaration from the First presidency addressing the general 
matter of organic evolution as a process for development of biological species.” 
 
“War on Science” 
 
“Examples of this phenomenon—a rejection of compelling evidence generated by empirical 
science—include the popularity of efforts to introduce “Intelligent Design” (ID, a theology-
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inspired anti-evolution notion) into the biology classroom of the public schools, parents who 
refuse to vaccinate their children as a hedge against autism, and the refusal of significant 
numbers of American to accept the reality of climate change in spite of overwhelming 
evidence to the contrary. Persons espousing these or other views would be expected to also 
reject the evidence that supports an evolutionary explanation for living organisms”… 
 
“In 2005 the Utah State Board of Education approved, and the Utah Science Teachers 
Association adopted, the “Utah State Board of Education Position Statement on Teaching 
Evolution” [50]. This strongly worded endorsement of evolution as a primary unifying concept 
in science defined and defended the concept and urged sensitivity by teachers in relating to 
the belief systems of students. Many of those responsible for this pro-evolution movement 
are former and current BYU faculty members who continue to work in a partnership with 
school district administrators, school boards, and state education officers in implementing 
sound science education standards in the state [51].” 
 
I encourage you to read the whole paper,  after reading all of the above links to the teachings of 
President Nelson. See the difference! 
 
Example 12) https://humanorigins.si.edu/about/broader-social-impacts-committee/thoughts-
science-religion-and-human-origins 
 

 
 
After reading The Magnificence of Man by I do not think President Nelson would be welcomed 
to participate here, but I am glad BYU could send someone to participate. Uniting with other 
Religious organizations to help us all embrace theistic evolution. BYU professors do not 
represent the view of the First Presidency Statement of 1909.  
 
“But culturally there has been a divide that I think results from just this, the fact that our 
leaders are people and they have fallen on both sides of the arguments in their opinions, and 
those opinions have been shared and church members fall on both sides so culturally there has 
sort of arisen this division, especially with evolution. But if you look at the actual doctrine of 
the church, um we have no official statement towards evolution for or against. We are in 
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essence neutral. … The article in 2016 reiterates that we do not have a position on evolution, 
for or against, including human evolution in the origins of humans. 
 
Example 13) https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=CWvREdn8Zm0 
 
A zealous Darwin Disciple Professor at BYU testifying of the truthfulness of evolution. 
 

 
 
Example 14) Part 1 of a 7 part series https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LeCI2NliPfE 
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Example 15) BYU Idaho participation in advocacy. 

 
 
The following quotes taken from this text book BYU written by BYUI Professors. 
 
“Thankfully, those who understand the core meaning and appropriate uses of reasoned, 
discovered, and revealed truths cannot be misled by fundamentalist blowhards—scientific or 
religious” (p.70). In closing, the witness of natural scripture is unequivocal: the Earth is ancient. 
It formed as part of our solar system about 4.54 Bya” (p.87). 
 
“Although a several-thousand-year-old Earth appealed to the dogmatists of that time (and, 
unfortunately, to some today), observations of natural scripture easily falsify this notion” (p 
81). 
 
“Are you starting to look at the rock bodies that surround you differently? For example, have 
you begun to see how humanity can read these important books of natural scripture” (p.83)? 
 
“If you find that you react skeptically to scientific explanation of the history of life, we invite you 
to consider why you mistrust the natural scripture upon which these interpretations are 
founded” (p.126). 
 
Now some words of wisdom from this article: 
https://learningandteaching.byui.edu/editions/fall-2011/perspective-magazine/seeking--truth-
through--science-and--religion--being- 
 
“Sensitive topics are those that appear to be at odds with our cultural standards, religious 
beliefs, political opinions, or personal biases. By this definition, some topics addressed in 
science courses are sensitive. Examples of scientific explanations that some church members 
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consider controversial include the “Big Bang” model of the universe, a 4.6-billion-year-old 
Earth, and the evolutionary origin of the human body.” 
 
“While we can do little to change the extremists of the world, we can and must do everything 
in our power to become Disciple Scholars and root out any scientific and religious 
fundamentalism that may exist in our lives and at BYU–Idaho.” 
 
President Nelson=extremist, fundamentalist blowhard, dogmatist, root out him and his 
teachings, his cultural standards, for he is unable to read the words written in the rocks? 
Yes, let’s promote this. 
 
Example 16) BYU TV also promotes evolution, see this episode. Watch it. 

 
 
Some take-a-ways: 
 
…You are reminding me of my first of many faith crises when I was a high school student. I was 
studying biology and chemistry and I went to my bishop and said well um, what do we think 
about evolution? And um, the Bishop gave me this published book, and it said in the book, it 
said you cannot be a latter-day saint who believes in evolution and the atonement of Jesus 
Christ at the same time. So I just, I just didn’t know what to do at that point? I was like, I 
thought, you know it’s published, it’s a church book, so where does that leave me? Am I really 
supposed to study this science stuff? What do you say scientist? 
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Yahaha, That’s a common misconception. And I think it’s a cultural thing. The big part that it 
stems from is that people misunderstand the nature of science, both how it works and the 
limitations of science. Right and so, but also understanding that science can’t make any 
statements about the nature of God. Learning about evolution shouldn’t be something that has 
any kind of power over your belief in God. There’s no conflict there. 
 
We are so blessed as Latter-day Saints to have more revealed scripture. If I may, I’d like to read 
just a couple of things from Abraham. So in Abraham 4: 18 it says: 
 
JJ: I like to think of this as God being a very knowledgeable scientist and using natural laws and 
preparing the earth to bring forth the creatures that we have today and everything that we 
have today, plants, animals and humans. And saying alright we are going to set it in motion and 
we’re going to watch and see if it obeys. and so, in my mind God is a scientist who using 
processes that we can study in science as his tools of creation. 
 
MI: Can I ask a follow up question?  I’m sure you get all the time. What do you think about 
Adam and Eve? How do Adam and Eve fit into that perspective? 
 
JJ: The short answer is we don’t know. There is no modern revelation, or revelation of any 
kind as to where exactly Adam and Eve fit into this but they do fit in. Right. …  but the idea is 
that Adam and Eve were placed into appropriate bodies, but where on the time line is 
anybody’s guess. 
 
It seems strange to me that a person who supports the interpretation of the scriptures from 
Apostles and Prophets can find little if any support, let alone additional knowledge and training, 
at BYU or in CES. It's a big challenge for missionaries to gather Israel, not only because of 
squabbles about whether God has a body and other interpretations of Biblical passages, but 
more fundamentally, because there is little room in current LDS media/publications for literal 
beliefs in such basic Biblical teachings as the creation of the Earth and Adam and Eve. This is all 
the more challenging because those basic Biblical teachings are corroborated by the Book of 
Mormon, the D&C, and the Pearl of Great Price. But we are now Darwin’s disciples. I thought 
we were the Lord’s. The position advocated above is clear opposition to the 1909 first 
Presidency statement of a united q12 and 1st Presidency on the Origin of Man and the teachings 
in support of that statement from our current President, President Nelson. 
 
Who in the Church is advocating the positions of the Lord’s Prophets? “We look to Him whose 
Church this is and acknowledge that the Lord’s ways are not, and never will be, man’s ways… 
One by one, our best efforts as individuals will be required to correct errors that have crept in 
through the years” President Nelson. Sadly, the best efforts are those above and they are 
correcting the errors that have crept in -- Presidents Nelson’s teachings. We are all evolutionists 
now.  


