
Davis County Ex-Mormon meetup Sunday Nov 23, 2025, 10:30 AM 

All links from Invitations. 

How to Find us: Sunday Nov 23, 2025 meetup is 10:30 AM at Smiths 
Marketplace, 1370 W 200 N, Kaysville, UT 84037. Entering Smith's 
turn right, take the up staircase on the right side of Starbucks, turn 
right on the 2nd floor at the top of the stairs, take 10 strides passing 
the lockers to the conference room entrance on the right. Contact: 
Francis ‘Nelson’ Henderson, 858-668-6943, francisnh12@gmail.com 

Our purposes: First, when leaving Mormonism, people often find that 
they no longer have community or support. Our goal is to provide 
support for each other and to build community. So, whether you are a 
member, or left the church recently, or have been out for years, or 
were never Mormon but are looking for community, come and 
socialize with us and share your story. 

Secondly, we uncover the fallacies, deception, and misinformation employed by the LDS Church to gain 
control over our lives. 

Invitation: “The Ethical Breach Intensifies”1  
Some Latter-day Saints assume that the Joseph Smith Papers Project represents a shift toward 
openness—that perhaps Church leadership, including Dallin H. Oaks, has evolved into a more honest 
and historically transparent posture. It is tempting to imagine that a multimillion-dollar documentary 
effort reflects newfound integrity at the top. But this interpretation misreads the project’s origins, 
misunderstands its structure, and misrepresents the actual behavior of those in authority. A close 
analysis shows that the ethical posture articulated by Oaks—that “everything may be sacrificed”2 to 
preserve institutional authority—has not changed.  
II. Controlled Transparency, Not Genuine Disclosure 
The Joseph Smith Papers Project did not arise from a voluntary desire for transparency. It arose because 
the Church could no longer control the historical conversation in the age of the internet. Independent 
researchers had already published documents the Church had once tightly guarded. Members were 
encountering original sources online, outside the correlation system. Public pressure—not institutional 
repentance—drove the project forward. 
Thus, the Papers Project serves as a form of controlled transparency. The Church would rather publish 
the documents itself—accompanied by its own framing, commentary, and interpretive guardrails—than 
allow outside historians to define the narrative. The published volumes consistently avoid drawing 
conclusions that are obvious to any critical reader. They present documents without acknowledging their 
implications, softening the language, and omitting ethical evaluation. This is not the transparency of 
confession; it is the transparency of damage management. 

 
1 From the Gospel Topics Essays to their quiet revisions of the Book of Mormon, to President Russell M. 

Nelson’s public demonstration of Joseph Smith’s “seer stone in the hat,” they have disclosed enough to 

recognize that Smith’s foundational claims cannot be sustained. If the Book of Mormon is not historical, then 

the Church is founded on a lie. 
2 Do church leaders think they have a duty to tell the truth. 
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III. Oaks’ Rhetoric After the Project Began Proves He Has Not Changed 
If Dallin H. Oaks had shifted from his 1980s position—if he now valued truth over institutional 
preservation—there would be clear evidence in his public teaching. But his modern sermons and 
addresses repeatedly reaffirm the same principles: 

• criticism of Church leaders is “wrong even when true,” 
• truth must sometimes be “constrained” to protect faith, 
• members should not seek answers outside “approved sources,” 
• institutional unity outranks personal inquiry. 

These are not the words of a man who has embraced transparency. These are the words of someone who 
sees information as potentially harmful unless tightly controlled. Oaks has never qualified, retracted, or 
apologized for earlier statements prioritizing institutional survival over honesty. His rhetoric remains fully 
consistent with his earlier views. 
IV. Knowledge Without Acknowledgment 
The Joseph Smith Papers Project ensures that Church leaders now have full access to primary 
documents that contradict Joseph Smith’s foundational claims: 

• The Book of Abraham papyri are common funerary texts from the first centuries BCE–CE, not 
Abraham’s lifetime. 

• The Book of Mormon replicates large sections of the 1769 King James Bible, including identifiable 
translation errors. 

• Original documents disclose Smith’s treasure-digging activities, court proceedings, and literary 
influences.3 

• DNA evidence disproves the Book of Mormon narrative of Israelite migration to the Americas. 
Yet Oaks has never addressed these implications. He acknowledges the existence of the documents, but 
refuses to acknowledge what they mean. This is not ignorance. It is informed omission. 
V. The Ethical Breach Intensifies, Not Diminishes 
In ethical terms, the Joseph Smith Papers Project increases the Brethren’s responsibility, not lessens it. 
Before the project, they could claim partial knowledge. After the project, they have complete access to 
the very documents that reveal deception, anachronism, and historical impossibility. To know these 
things and remain silent—to continue demanding tithing, obedience, temple covenants, and loyalty 
based on narratives contradicted by one’s own archival project—is not merely concerning. It is an ethical 
breach of the highest order. 
VI. Conclusion 
The Joseph Smith Papers Project does not exonerate modern leaders. It does not show repentance, 
transparency, or institutional honesty. Instead, it exposes the moral violation more starkly. Any honest 

Aaronic Priesthood teenager could connect those dots. Yet these men, armed with superior knowledge and 

authority, have chosen silence, half-truths, and cosmetic disclosure. They now know the historical record 
intimately. And yet they continue to teach, behave, and enforce policies as if none of it matters. Oaks has 
not shifted. The project he approved only highlights that discrepancy. The moral responsibility now rests 
squarely on his shoulders.  

 
3    Chris Johnson, How Book of Mormon Destroyed Mormonism (1:21:12), Edited Shortened Version (24:30) 
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Addendum: 

 

 

 

Responsibility and the Duty of Candor 

As one ascends through the ranks of any organization, the definition of honesty expands with the reach of one’s 

influence. What might be ignorance in a novice becomes negligence in a leader. Responsibility rises in direct 

proportion to authority. 

The higher one’s station, the greater the duty to inspect one’s own beliefs for self-deception. To confuse 

emotional arousal with revelation is not spirituality but negligence. To codify that confusion into policy is 

dereliction of duty. When a man interprets his every physiological thrill as the whisperings of God, he makes his 

endocrine system a deity and his conscience a bystander. Such self-deception is not innocent; it is willful 

blindness weaponized by position. 

 

The Fraud of “Feeling the Spirit” 

The Mormon teaching that emotions are divine messages is sentimentality masquerading as theology. It 

confuses psychological comfort with epistemic certainty. To equate a surge of warmth or a tearful tremor with 

revelation from the Almighty is to canonize one’s own bias. It is an ethical abdication, a conversion of self-

indulgence into piety. 

An omniscient God, we are told, reveals eternal truth through the same chemical signals that accompany 

hunger, nostalgia, or caffeine. That is not revelation; it is biochemistry mistaken for authority. The result is a 

church hierarchy populated by men unable to distinguish conviction from evidence—leaders who interpret their 

own certainty as proof of inspiration. 

This confusion breeds moral disaster. It allows the devout to claim divine endorsement for their prejudices 

while dismissing dissenters as faithless. It is how sincere men commit dishonest acts without ever feeling 

dishonest. 



The Temple Endowment and the Institution of Obedience4 

Joseph Smith’s temple endowment is the structural embodiment of authoritarian values. Within its dramatized 

allegory, questioning authority is portrayed as rebellion against God, while obedience—unquestioning and 

absolute—is elevated as the highest virtue. It replaces moral reasoning with ritual submission. 

The ceremony’s deeper lesson is not about covenant but control. It teaches that divine approval flows downward 

through a chain of command rather than upward through conscience. This inversion of ethics ensures that future 

leaders, even intelligent ones, will inherit obedience as holiness. 

Oaks and his peers are its perfect product: brilliant, disciplined, and incapable of heresy. The temple forbids the 

self-examination that would expose its own moral flaw. Thus, the Brethren’s silence is not merely tactical; it is 

the logical outcome of ritualized obedience. They have confused loyalty with integrity and self-deception with 

faith. 

Those who demand obedience, collect tithes, and claim prophetic authority assume a duty of candor, 

competence, and care. They ask for and receive the trust of millions whose lives and identities depend upon 

their representations. 

To know that Joseph Smith’s foundational stories are false and not refute them—to profit from belief while 

concealing disproof, employing corporate public relations deceptions, is complicity in a fraud. A man who 

claims revelation while suppressing fact commits both spiritual treason and professional malpractice. 

The honest course is the harder one: to admit deception, to dismantle the myth, and to start again on the solid 

ground of truth. Until that happens, the organization remains what it has become—a monument to institutional 

self-deception, staffed by men too frightened of their own emotions to test whether God is truly the author of 

their certainty. 

A religion that cannot survive honesty is already dead; it merely hasn’t been told. 

 

 
4 The Temple cannot be of God because it destroys the very thing that makes morality possible — human freedom. 
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