Mighty in Word & Deed (But Still Human)
LDS.org Newsroom – Not every statement made by a Church leader, past or present, necessarily constitutes doctrine.  A single statement made by a single leader on a single occasion often represents a personal, though well-considered, opinion, but is not meant to be officially binding for the whole Church.  With divine inspiration, the First Presidency ...  and the Quorum of the Twelve Apostles ... counsel together to establish doctrine that is consistently proclaimed in official Church publications.  This doctrine resides in the four “standard works” of scripture (the Holy Bible, the Book of Mormon, the Doctrine and Covenants and the Pearl of Great Price), official declarations and proclamations, and the Articles of Faith. ("Approaching Mormon Doctrine," 4 May 2007.  Notice that the list of publications does not include General Conference.)
Joseph Smith – … A prophet was a prophet only when he was acting as such. (Teachings of the Prophet Joseph Smith, p. 278)
I told them I was but a man, and they must not expect me to be perfect; if they expected perfection from me, I should expect it from them; but if they would bear with my infirmities and the infirmities of the brethren, I would likewise bear with their infirmities. (History of The Church, 5:181)
Brigham Young – We are all liable to err; are subject, more or less, to the errors incident to the human family.  We would be pleased to get along without these errors, and many may think that a man in my standing ought to be perfect; no such thing. (Journal of Discourses [JD], v. 10, p. 212)
… If there be error advanced here, do not receive it, pass it by … and if an error should drop from the lips of one of our Elders, do not receive, believe, or practice it.  (JD, v. 13, p. 344–345)
… How do you know that your humble servant is really, honestly, guiding and counseling you aright, and directing the affairs of the kingdom aright … (JD, v. 14, p. 205)
John Taylor – I believe it is good to investigate and prove all principles that come before me. Prove all things, hold fast that which is good, and reject that which is evil, no matter what guise it may come in. (JD, v. 13, p. 15)
Wilford Woodruff –  … Many interesting remarks were truly made and any person who should chance to read these lines I wish them to understand that the ideas given up on these point were not given as doctrine but opinion until something better should present itself or be decided by revelation. (Journal of Wilford Woodruff, June 26, 1847.)
B. H. Roberts – Sometimes [leaders] speak merely from their human knowledge, influenced by passions; influenced by the interests of men, and by anger, and vexation, and all those things that surge in upon the minds of even servants of God.  When they so speak, then that is not Scripture, that is not the word of God, nor the power of God unto salvation …  (Defense of the Faith, v. 1, p. 522)
No revelation even becomes the doctrine of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints until it is accepted by that Church by formal action; it must be accepted by official vote of the Church before it becomes the law of the Church. (ibid., v. 2, p. 458)
We know that they do not always speak under the direct inspiration of the Holy Spirit … Blessed is the man who can rise above the human weaknesses and imperfections once in a while and commune with God …  (ibid., v. 1, p. 522)
George Q. Cannon – Was not he [Joseph or Brigham] a mortal man, a man who had weaknesses?  He was not a God.  He was not an immortal being.  He was not infallible.  No, he was fallible.  (Journal of Discourses, 26 v. 24, p. 275–276)
President Woodruff … not that he is infallible.  He is a fallible man.  His Counselors are fallible men.  The First Presidency cannot claim, individually or collectively, infallibility.  Infallibility is not given to men.  They are fallible.  But God is infallible … (Collected Discourses, Apr 7 1895)
Charles W. Penrose – We respect and venerate the prophet … we do not believe that his personal views or utterances are revelations from God. (Millennial Star, 54:191)
Our testimony does not depend upon [any particular leader] … I am a believer in the Scripture which says, "Cursed be the man that trusteth in man, and maketh flesh his arm." (Jeremiah 17:5) (JD, v. 20, p. 296)
J. Reuben Clark – … Even the President of the Church has not always spoken under the direction of the Holy Ghost. (Faithful History: Essays on Writing Mormon History, p. 82)
Joseph Fielding Smith – It makes no difference what is written or what anyone has said, if what has been said is in conflict with what the Lord has revealed, we can set it aside.  My word, and teachings of any other member of the Church, high or low, if they do not square with the revelations, we need not accept them. (Doctrines of Salvation, v. 3, p.203-204)
Let us have this matter clear.  We have accepted the four standard works as the measuring yardsticks, or balances, by which we measure every man's doctrine.  You cannot accept the books written by the authorities of the Church as standards of doctrine, only in so far as they accord with revealed word in the standard works.  (ibid.)
If Joseph Fielding Smith writes something which is out of harmony with the revelations, then every member of the Church is duty bound to reject it.  (ibid.)
Harold B. Lee – Someone has rightly said that it is not to be thought that every word spoken by our leaders is inspired … It is not to be thought that every word spoken by the General Authorities is inspired, or that they are moved upon by the Holy Ghost in everything they write.  (The Teachings of Harold B. Lee, p. 540-542)
There is, I suppose you'd say, a classic story of Brigham Young in the time when Johnston's army was on the move ... He stood up in the morning session of general conference and preached a sermon vibrant with defiance … In the afternoon he rose and said that Brigham Young had been talking in the morning but the Lord was going to talk now.  (ibid.)
If anyone, regardless of his position in the Church, were to advance a doctrine that is not substantiated by the standard Church works … you may know that his statement is merely his private opinion.  (ibid., p. 544)
The only one authorized to bring forth any new doctrine is the President of the Church, who, when he does, will declare it as revelation from God, and it will be so accepted by the Council of the Twelve and sustained by the body of the Church.  (ibid., p. 544)
And if any man speaks a doctrine which contradicts what is in the standard Church works, you may know by that same token that it is false and you are not bound to accept it as truth.  (ibid., p. 544)
When the President proclaims any such new doctrine, he will declare it to be a revelation from the Lord. (ibid., p. 149)
Bruce R. McConkie - Are all prophetic utterances true?  Of course they are!  … But not every word that a man who is a prophet speaks is a prophetic utterance.  (Sermons and Writings of Bruce R. McConkie, p. 231.)
[If a teaching] is out of harmony … it is the scripture that prevails.  This is one of the reasons we call our scriptures the standard works.  They are the standards of judgment and the measuring rod against which all doctrines and views are weighed, and it does not make one particle of difference whose views are involved.  The scriptures always take precedence.  (ibid.)
James E. Faust - We make no claim of infallibility or perfection in the prophets, seers, and revelators.  (Ensign, Nov. 1989, p. 8.  Also Ensign, Aug. 1996, p. 2.)
Gordon B. Hinckley - When all is said and done, the test of the doctrine lies in the standard works of the Church.  These have been accepted in conference and assembled as our doctrinal standards … (Teachings of Gordon B. Hinckley, p. 574.)
Thomas S. Monson - President Brigham Young once expressed this truth by relating it to himself.  Said he: “If Brother Brigham shall take a wrong track, and be shut out of the Kingdom of heaven, no person will be to blame but Brother Brigham.”  (Ensign, Nov. 2010.  See also Elder Christofferson in General Conference, April 2012.)
“But a Prophet Can Never Lead Us Astray!”
Official Declaration 1 - The Lord will never permit me or any other man who stands as President of this Church to lead you astray … The Lord would remove me out of my place …
astray - wandering from the path of rectitude, from duty and happiness.  (1828 Webster’s Dictionary)
[There is a difference between making the mistakes common to mortals, and leading people away from God.  People in the Book of Mormon who led people astray include King Noah and Korihor.  They did it not by occasional small slips in doctrine but by large-scale perversions of truth for pride and selfishness.]
B. H. Roberts - I know that some men, in their over-zeal to exalt the office of President of the Church have advanced extravagant ideas upon the subject such as saying that no complaint must be made of those occupying that position; that the people must go on performing their daily duties without question, and then if the President should do wrong, God would look after him.  

Such teachings have now and then been heard; but I call your attention to the fact that the Church Of God is greater than any one man within that Church, however exalted his station may be; that the Lord has provided means by which the Church can correct every man within it, and can-dismiss the unworthy from power.  That right is resident in the Church of Christ; and the Church [does not] have to wait till God kills off unworthy servants before a wrong can be righted.  

The power exists within the Church to correct any evil, of whatever name or nature, that may arise within it, and that without disrupting the Church, or creating anarchy, but all things are to be done in order, and as God has appointed them.  I could give you references to the D&C covering all these points, but it is a matter of such common knowledge among you that it is not necessary.  (Defense, v. 1, p.222)
Brigham Young - I am more afraid that this people have so much confidence in their leaders that they will not inquire for themselves of God whether they are led by him.  I am fearful they settle down in a state of blind self-security, trusting their eternal destiny in the hands of their leaders with a reckless confidence … (Discourses of Brigham Young, p.135. Quoted by Pres. Benson, Pres. Romney, Pres. Faust and Elder Maxwell.)
(Lesson by Zan and Misty Larsen, www.elarsen.net/lessons)
Frequently Asked Questions

Isn’t verifying a talk just an exercise in fault-finding?
Most often exactly the opposite happens.  You come away with a deepened understanding of the points and an appreciation for the speaker, sometimes even an awe of the speaker’s particular wording.  It is like looking at a great painting and then studying more about it.
Are you saying that we can’t trust our leaders?

Not at all.  They are as trustworthy as good parents, grandparents, etc.  All of these people however are still imperfect mortals and only God is fully trustworthy.

But isn’t everything stated “from the pulpit” (General Conference) pure truth!

That is never said in the scriptures or by any leader that we know of.  

Doesn’t D&C 68:4 say that whatever a leader speaks is scripture?

Actually it says “And whatsoever they shall speak when moved upon by the Holy Ghost shall be scripture.  
Secondly the revelation is directed to missionaries  - “all those who were ordained unto this priesthood, whose mission is appointed unto them to go forth” (v2).  While it is fair to expand this to other sets of the Lord’s servants, it is the role of the Holy Spirit that is crucial, not the office of the speaker.
But isn’t General Conference completely under the direction of the Holy Spirit?

We have not seen that written anywhere.  Likewise with Regional Conferences, Stake Conferences, Sacrament Meetings, family home evenings, etc.  Just because General Conference is church-wide (and is on TV and has a big audience) does not necessarily make it superior to other gatherings.  It is not so much the type of meeting but involvement of the Holy Ghost that is important.
Are you saying that talks in General Conference are unreliable?

No.  Although each talk is given by the prayerful effort of the individual speaker, it is not on the level of official declarations where “the First Presidency ...  and the Quorum of the Twelve Apostles ... counsel together” to write, review and approve it, as described in the quote from lds.org.
But does all this make any difference?

Yes, a big difference.  Accepting this means that the burden is on each of us to not only obey but to verify and understand.  President Young called it “reckless confidence” and “blind self-security” to do otherwise.
How is it “blind self-security”?

Believing the leaders are infallible has a tendency to devalue the scriptures in our lives.  We think we can listen to talks from the most recent General Conference or two and that is all that is needed.  We reason that we are getting the pure will of God and do not need to immerse ourselves in the scriptures.  We even tend to not search talks from past conferences, thinking that each conference is the latest and greatest, and supersedes everything prior.

What is reckless about it?

By not going to and through the scriptures we set ourselves up to have our faith shaken when a local or general leader is inaccurate – such as in the early days of the Church when Symonds Ryder apostatized from the Church when his name was misspelled on his mission call.
Obedience is the most important thing.  Why does understanding matter?

The answer is in the quality of obedience.  The Lord does not like robotic servants such as people anciently who blindly followed the Law of Moses.  We are to serve him with “all of our heart, might, mind and strength” (D&C 4:2, etc.).

But does that change the actual things we do when we are obeying?

It can.  It is similar to dealing with snarled traffic.  If you know the destination, the purpose of the trip, use a satnav, etc. you can deal with unexpected obstacles and complete your journey.  And it is not just a matter of dealing with the unexpected, but in dealing with things that are not spelled out in detail.  

If a leader says something that is not completely accurate, aren’t we still supposed to support it?
We still support the leader and try to accomplish good things as he or she directs.  However our covenants are with the Lord, not with the mortal servant.  As for the error itself, we do not need to have a fit over it.  We can make a mental note of it and prepare ourselves to help compensate for it if needed.

If we obey a direct order that’s wrong, won’t the Lord forgive us?

Maybe, maybe not.  God clearly distinguishes between his commandments, the bidding of the devil – and “the commandments of men”.  That’s three sources, not just two (God vs. devil).  The commandments of men are not the same as the commandments of God.
If we ever find ourselves in a conflict between following a leader and doing what’s right, what do we do?

That depends heavily on the situation.  It is a time of utmost humility before the Lord and yearning for his guidance, and pure love and respect for the leader - and a lot of chocolate.  A case study is the Old Testament story of Saul, who was a prophet that went a bit ga-ga, and how David dealt with it.

Extra Material

This handout borrowed heavily from "Well Nigh as Dangerous": Latter-day Prophecy and Revelation; Infallibility and Blind Obedience” by McKay V. Jones, http://www.fairlds.org/Misc/Latter-day_Prophecy_and_Revelation.html.
What Difference Does It Make?

Stated another way, when we think that modern prophets override the scriptures, then logically the scriptures are outdated.  This is supported by the notion that living prophets always override dead ones.

Also, we can make it hard on our leaders by expecting them to be infallible when they are human servants.

The Lord Reproves Joseph Smith

· D&C 3:6-8 - And behold, how oft you have transgressed the commandments and the laws of God … For, behold, you should not have feared man more than God … you should have been faithful … 

· D&C 5:21-22 - And now I command you, my servant Joseph, to repent and walk more uprightly before me …

· D&C 6:19 - [To Oliver Cowdery,] admonish him in his faults …

· D&C 10:2 - And you also lost your gift … and your mind became darkened …
· D&C 20:5 - After it was truly manifested unto this first elder that he had received a remission of his sins, he was entangled again in the vanities of the world ...

· D&C 24:2 - Nevertheless, thou art not excusable in thy transgressions … 

· D&C 93:47 - And now, verily I say unto Joseph Smith, Jun.—You have not kept the commandments, and must needs stand rebuked before the Lord ... 
“Blind Self-Security … Reckless Confidence”

Brigham Young’s comment quoted by others –

· Ezra Taft Benson  (Conference Report, Oct 1963, p.17–18.  BYU Speeches of the Year, 1966, p. 14.  God, Family, Country: Our Three Great Loyalties , p.340.)
· Marion G. Romney  (Look to God and Live, p. 79.)
· James E. Faust  (“Continuous Revelation,” Ensign, Nov 1989, 8.  Ensign, Aug. 1996, p. 2.  Reach Up for the Light, p.115.  To Reach Even unto You, p.36.)
· Neal A. Maxwell  (“… A More Excellent Way: Essays on Leadership for Latter-day Saints, 15–29, quoted in the institute manual Principles of Leadership, teacher’s manual.  We Will Prove Them Herewith, p. 21-22.)
Quotes, Full Versions

(The parts in blue are what appeared in 
the first two pages of this document.)

LDS Newsroom - Not every statement made by a Church leader, past or present, necessarily constitutes doctrine.  A single statement made by a single leader on a single occasion often represents a personal, though well-considered, opinion, but is not meant to be officially binding for the whole Church.  With divine inspiration, the First Presidency ...  and the Quorum of the Twelve Apostles ...  counsel together to establish doctrine that is consistently proclaimed in official Church publications.  This doctrine resides in the four “standard works” of scripture (the Holy Bible, the Book of Mormon, the Doctrine and Covenants and the Pearl of Great Price), official declarations and proclamations, and the Articles of Faith.  Isolated statements are often taken out of context, leaving their original meaning distorted.  ("Approaching Mormon Doctrine," 4 May 2007, http://beta-newsroom.lds.org/article/approaching-mormon-doctrine)
Joseph Smith - This morning I read German and visited with a brother and sister from Michigan, who thought that "a prophet is always a prophet;" but I told them that a prophet was a prophet only when he was acting as such.  (Teachings of the Prophet Joseph Smith, p. 278)
Joseph Smith - I told them I was but a man, and they must not expect me to be perfect; if they expected perfection from me, I should expect it from them; but if they would bear with my infirmities and the infirmities of the brethren, I would likewise bear with their infirmities.  (History of The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, v. 5, p. 181)
Brigham Young - We are all liable to err; are subject, more or less, to the errors incident to the human family.  We would be pleased to get along without these errors, and many may think that a man in my standing ought to be perfect; no such thing.  (Journal of Discourses, v. 10, p. 212)
Brigham Young - … If there be error advanced here, do not receive it, pass it by, and live so that you will know truth from error, light from darkness, the things that are of God from those not of God; and if an error should drop from the lips of one of our Elders, do not receive, believe, or practice it.  (Journal of Discourses, v. 13, p. 344–345)
Brigham Young - Now, let me ask the Latter-day Saints, you who are here in this house this day, how do you know that your humble servant is really, honestly, guiding and counseling you aright, and directing the affairs of the kingdom aright?  Let you be ever so true and faithful to your friends and never forsake them, never turn traitor to the Gospel which you have espoused, but live on in neglect of your duty, how do you know but I am teaching false doctrine?  How do you know that I am not counseling you wrong?  How do you know but I will lead you to destruction?  And this is what I wish to urge upon you-live so that you can discern between the truth and error, between light and darkness, between the things of God and those not of God, for by the revelations of the Lord, and these alone, can you and I understand the things of God.  (Journal of Discourses, v. 14, p. 205)
Brigham Young - I am more afraid that this people have so much confidence in their leaders that they will not inquire for themselves of God whether they are led by him. I am fearful they settle down in a state of blind self-security, trusting their eternal destiny in the hands of their leaders with a reckless confidence that in itself would thwart the purposes of God in their salvation, and weaken that influence they could give to their leaders, did they know for themselves, by the revelations of Jesus, that they are led in the right way. Let every man and woman know, by the whispering of the Spirit of God to themselves, whether their leaders are walking in the path the Lord dictates, or not. (Discourses of Brigham Young, p.135)
John Taylor - I used to be told when investigating religious principles that it was dangerous to do so, and I had better let them alone; but I did not think so. I believe it is good to investigate and prove all principles that come before me. Prove all things, hold fast that which is good, and reject that which is evil, no matter what guise it may come in. I think if we, as "Mormons," hold principles that cannot be sustained by the Scriptures and by good sound reason and philosophy, the quicker we part with them the better, no matter who believes in them or who does not. In every principle presented to us, our first inquiry should be, "Is it true?" "Does it emanate from God?" If He is its Author it can be sustained just as much as any other truth in natural philosophy; if false it should be opposed and exposed just as much as any other error. Hence upon all such matters we wish to go back to first principles.  (Journal of Discourses, v. 13, p. 15)
Wilford Woodruff – During our travels today I walked most of the way with Professors [Orson] Pratt and [Albert] Carrington … Many interesting remarks were truly made and any person who should chance to read these lines I wish them to understand that the ideas given up on these point were not given as doctrine but opinion until something better should present itself or be decided by revelation.  (Journal of Wilford Woodruff, June 26, 1847.)
B. H. Roberts - Now, the third point; the one about men being constantly under the inspiration of the Holy Spirit; so constantly under his inspiration that all they say or do is an inspiration of God, that all their answers to questions are in the nature of revelation.  Is there anything in the Mormon doctrine that makes it necessary to believe that of men, even of high officials in the Church?  No, there is not.  We know that they do not always speak under the direct inspiration of the Holy Spirit; for some men high in authority, aye Apostles, have preached discourses for which they were finally excommunicated from the Church.  They were not inspired in those instances, were they?  Evidently not.  When you come to think of human weaknesses and imperfections, and how difficult it is for men living under the effects of the Fall, and borne down with inherited tendencies also-when you think how extremely difficult it is for even the best of men to rise above these things and walk in the sunlight of.  God's inspiration, in the fellowship of the Holy Ghost, I think it is expecting too much to claim that every utterance is a divine inspiration.  Men are exercised by a variety of emotions.  Passions, selfish interests, prejudices, traditions, bear in upon the souls of men and tend to break up and mar the inspiration of the Spirit of God in them.  Blessed is the man who can rise above the human weaknesses and imperfections once in a while and commune with God; and blessed are the people among whom he dwells; because if he can do that he will return to them from such communing so strengthened and helped that he will be an inspiration to all who touch the sphere of his influence.  I say happy is the man who once in awhile can ascend to these spiritual heights and commune with God.  (Defense of the Faith and the Saints, v. 1, p. 522)
B. H. Roberts – Sometimes they speak merely from their human knowledge, influenced by passions; influenced by the interests of men, and by anger, and vexation, and all those things that surge in upon the minds of even servants of God.  When they so speak, then that is not Scripture, that is not the word of God, nor the power of God unto salvation; but when they speak as moved upon by the Holy Ghost, their voice then becomes the voice of God.  So that men, even some of high station in the Church, sometimes speak from merely human wisdom; or from prejudice or passion; and when they do so, that is not likely to be the word of God.  I do not think the world should require such perfection of us as to insist that our religious teachers always deliver the inerrant word of God!  In any event it must be allowed by us that many unwise things were said in times past, even by prominent elders of the Church; things that were not in harmony with the doctrines of the Church; and that did not possess the value of Scripture, or anything like it; and it was not revelation.  Moreover, no revelation even becomes the doctrine of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints until it is accepted by that Church by formal action; it must be accepted by official vote of the Church before it becomes the law of the Church.  (Defense of the Faith and the Saints, v. 2, p. 458)
George Q. Cannon - Now, was not Joseph Smith a mortal man?  Yes.  A fallible man?  Yes.  Had he not weaknesses?  Yes, he acknowledged them himself, and did not fail to put the revelations on record in this book [the Book of Doctrine and Covenants] wherein God reproved him.  His weaknesses were not concealed from the people.  He was willing that people should know that he was mortal, and had failings.  And so with Brigham Young.  Was not he a mortal man, a man who had weaknesses?  He was not a God.  He was not an immortal being.  He was not infallible.  No, he was fallible.  And yet when he spoke by the power of God, it was the word of God to this people.  (Journal of Discourses, 26 v. 24, p. 275–276)
George Q. Cannon - President Woodruff is distinguished from every other one of us by the fact that he possesses the keys of the kingdom on the earth.  He represents the Supreme authority.  His voice to us, in its place, brings to us the voice of God.  Not that he is God; not that he is infallible.  He is a fallible man.  His Counselors are fallible men.  The First Presidency cannot claim, individually or collectively, infallibility.  Infallibility is not given to men.  They are fallible.  But God is infallible.  (Brian H. Stuy, ed., Collected Discourses, v. 4, April 7 1895)
Charles W. Penrose – We respect and venerate the prophet … we do not believe that his personal views or utterances are revelations from God.  (Millennial Star, 54:191) 

Charles W. Penrose - Our testimony does not depend upon Joseph Smith; it does not depend upon Brigham Young; it does not depend upon John Taylor, or upon the council of the Twelve Apostles, which is now the presiding quorum in the Church.  I pin my faith to no man's sleeve; I am a believer in the Scripture which says, "Cursed be the man that trusteth in man, and maketh flesh his arm."  (Jeremiah 17:5)  (Journal of Discourses, v. 20, p. 296)
J. Reuben Clark - … Even the President of the Church has not always spoken under the direction of the Holy Ghost. (Quoted in Faithful History: Essays on Writing Mormon History, p. 82, quoted in Shaken Faith Syndrome by Michael R. Ash, p. 19)
Joseph Fielding Smith - It makes no difference what is written or what anyone has said, if what has been said is in conflict with what the Lord has revealed, we can set it aside.  My word, and teachings of any other member of the Church, high or low, if they do not square with the revelations, we need not accept them. Let us have this matter clear.  We have accepted the four standard works as the measuring yardsticks, or balances, by which we measure every man's doctrine.  You cannot accept the books written by the authorities of the Church as standards of doctrine, only in so far as they accord with revealed word in the standard works. 

Every man who writes is responsible, not the Church, for what he writes.  If Joseph Fielding Smith writes something which is out of harmony with the revelations, then every member of the Church is duty bound to reject it.  If he writes that which is in perfect harmony with the revealed word of the Lord, then it should be accepted." (Doctrines of Salvation, v. 3, p.203-204)

Harold B. Lee - Someone has rightly said that it is not to be thought that every word spoken by our leaders is inspired … It is not to be thought that every word spoken by the General Authorities is inspired, or that they are moved upon by the Holy Ghost in everything they write.  
I don't care what his position is, if he writes something or speaks something that goes beyond anything that you can find in the standard Church works, unless that one be the prophet, seer, and revelator - please note that one exception - you may immediately say, "Well, that is his own idea.”  And if he says something that contradicts what is found in the standard Church works, you may know by that same token that it is false, regardless of the position of the man who says it.  
(The Teachings of Harold B. Lee, p. 540-542)
Harold B. Lee - There have been times when even the President of the Church has not been moved upon by the Holy Ghost.  There is, I suppose you'd say, a classic story of Brigham Young in the time when Johnston's army was on the move.  The Saints were all inflamed, and President Young had his feelings whetted to fighting pitch.  He stood up in the morning session of general conference and preached a sermon vibrant with defiance at the approaching army, declaring an intention to oppose them and drive them back.  In the afternoon he rose and said that Brigham Young had been talking in the morning but the Lord was going to talk now.  He then delivered an address the tempo of which was the exact opposite of the morning sermon.  (The Teachings of Harold B. Lee, p. 542)
Harold B. Lee - If anyone, regardless of his position in the Church, were to advance a doctrine that is not substantiated by the standard Church works, meaning the Bible, the Book of Mormon, the Doctrine and Covenants, and the Pearl of Great Price, you may know that his statement is merely his private opinion.  The only one authorized to bring forth any new doctrine is the President of the Church, who, when he does, will declare it as revelation from God, and it will be so accepted by the Council of the Twelve and sustained by the body of the Church.  And if any man speaks a doctrine which contradicts what is in the standard Church works, you may know by that same token that it is false and you are not bound to accept it as truth.  (The Teachings of Harold B. Lee, p. 544)
Harold B. Lee - When the President proclaims any such new doctrine, he will declare it to be a revelation from the Lord. (The Teachings of Harold B. Lee, p. 149.)
Bruce R. McConkie - Are all prophetic utterances true?  Of course they are!  This is what the Lord's system of teaching is all about.  Anything which his servants say when moved upon by the Holy Ghost is scripture, and his command to his ministers is: "The Spirit shall be given unto you by the prayer of faith; and if ye receive not the Spirit ye shall not teach" (D&C 42:14).  

But not every word that a man who is a prophet speaks is a prophetic utterance.  Joseph Smith taught that a prophet is not always a prophet, only when he is acting as such (Teachings of the Prophet Joseph Smith, p. 278).  Men who wear the prophetic mantle are still men; they have their own views; and their understanding of gospel truths is dependent upon the study and inspiration that is theirs.  

Some prophets - I say it respectfully - know more and have greater inspiration than others.  Thus, if Brigham Young, who was one of the greatest of the prophets, said something about Adam which is out of harmony with what is in the book of Moses and in section 78, it is the scripture that prevails.  This is one of the reasons we call our scriptures the standard works.  They are the standards of judgment and the measuring rod against which all doctrines and views are weighed, and it does not make one particle of difference whose views are involved.  The scriptures always take precedence.  (Sermons and Writings of Bruce R. McConkie, p. 231.)
James E. Faust - How can we be so sure that, as promised, the prophets, seers, and revelators will never lead this people astray? (See Joseph Fielding Smith, Ensign, July 1972, p. 88.) One answer is contained in the grand principle found in the 107th section of the Doctrine and Covenants: “And every decision made by either of these quorums must be by the unanimous voice of the same.” (D&C 107:27.)  This requirement of unanimity provides a check on bias and personal idiosyncrasies.  It ensures that God rules through the Spirit, not man through majority or compromise.  It ensures that the best wisdom and experience is focused on an issue before the deep, unassailable impressions of revealed direction are received.  It guards against the foibles of man. 

We make no claim of infallibility or perfection in the prophets, seers, and revelators.  Yet I humbly state that I have sat in the company of these men, and I believe their greatest desire is to know and do the will of our Heavenly Father.  Those who sit in the highest councils of this church and have participated as inspiration has come and decisions have been reached know that this light and truth is beyond human intelligence and reasoning.  These deep, divine impressions have come as the dews from heaven and settled upon them individually and collectively.  So inspired, we can go forward in complete unity and accord.

I witness humbly that I know the Lord still guides his church through his servants, regardless of any individual imperfections.  I pray that we may be responsive to his Spirit and be found listening to the oracles he has appointed.  I so pray because I know that we mortals, without the aid of revelation, cannot know the purposes of God.  (Ensign, Nov. 1989, p. 8.  Also Ensign, Aug. 1996, p. 2.)
Gordon B. Hinckley - When all is said and done, the test of the doctrine lies in the standard works of the Church.  These have been accepted in conference and assembled as our doctrinal standards.  (Teachings of Gordon B. Hinckley, p. 574.)
Thomas S. Monson - No temptation, no pressure, no enticing can overcome us unless we allow such.  If we make the wrong choice, we have no one to blame but ourselves.  President Brigham Young once expressed this truth by relating it to himself.  Said he: “If Brother Brigham shall take a wrong track, and be shut out of the Kingdom of heaven, no person will be to blame but Brother Brigham.  I am the only being in heaven, earth, or hell, that can be blamed.”  He continued: “This will equally apply to every Latter-day Saint.  Salvation is an individual operation.”  ("The Three Rs of Choice", Ensign, Nov. 2010, p. 67–70.  Pres. Young’s quote is from Teachings of Presidents of the Church: Brigham Young , 1997, p. 294.)
Michael R. Ash – In D&C 18:18 we learn that the Holy Ghost will “manifest all things which are expedient unto the children of men” (emphasis added).  What is “expedient”?  Old Testament prophets had pre-critical and incorrect views of the earth, space, and a multitude of other scientific matters.  Is it expedient for modern-day prophets to have infallible views as the location of the Hill Cumorah, the breadth and depth of Noah’s flood, or the cultural composition of a pre- (or post-) Lehite New World?  Those things that are expedient (profitable or useful) deal with the principles that help us return to God.”  (Shaken Faith Syndrome, p. 26)
Miscellaneous
(These were not quoted previously.)

Thomas S. Monson - I acknowledge that I do not understand the processes of creation, but I accept the fact of it.  (Ensign, Feb. 2001, p. 2)
Dallin H. Oaks - While handbooks do not have the same standing as the scriptures, they do represent the most current interpretations and procedural directions of the Church’s highest authorities.  As President Monson just said, “They have been read and reread, corrected and reread.”  

· Under the direction of the First Presidency, individual chapters were written, read, and approved by the Presiding Bishopric, by the general auxiliary officers, and by General Authorities assigned to the various Church departments.  

· The proposed text was then reviewed and approved by the Quorum of the Twelve, assisted by the Presidency of the Seventy.  

· Finally, the total text was read, modified, and approved by the First Presidency.  Throughout this work we have been guided by a sweet spirit of inspiration.  

We know that these handbooks and their directions, as President Monson has said and as is stated in their introductions, “can facilitate revelation if they are used to provide an understanding of principles, policies, and procedures to apply while seeking the guidance of the Spirit”.  ("Overview of the New Handbooks," Worldwide Leadership Training, Nov. 13, 2010.)
Donald L. Hallstrom - Symonds Ryder was a Campbellite leader who … joined the Church in June 1831.  Immediately thereafter, he was ordained an elder and called to serve a mission.  However, in his call letter from the First Presidency and on his official commission to preach, his name was misspelled—by one letter.  His last name showed as R-i-d-e-r, not the correct R-y-d-e-r.  This caused him to question his call and those from whom it came.  He chose not to go on the mission and fell away, which soon led to hatred and intense opposition toward Joseph and the Church … (“Turn to the Lord,” Ensign, May 2010, p. 78–80.)
Bruce R. McConkie - Our espousal and defense of a false doctrine will not make it true.  Our concern is to come to a knowledge of the truth, not to prove a point to which we may unwisely have committed ourselves.   (Sermons and Writings of Bruce R. McConkie , p. 234.)
Alma 40:20 - Now, my son, I do not say that their resurrection cometh at the resurrection of Christ; but behold, I give it as my opinion, that the souls and the bodies are reunited, of the righteous, at the resurrection of Christ, and his ascension into heaven.  [Opinion – “The judgment which the mind forms of any proposition, statement, theory, or event, the truth or falsehood of which is supported by a degree of evidence that renders it probable, but does not produce absolute knowledge or certainty.” – Webster’s 1828 Dictionary]
Nyman and Tate - Alma … believed there may be more than one time when people will be resurrected ... Alma acknowledged that he was not sure when the various groups would be resurrected. He supposed that all who died before the resurrection of Christ would come forth before any who died after that event (Alma 40:19). "It is evident," observed Elder Joseph Fielding Smith, that "Alma's understanding of the extent of the resurrection at the time the Savior came forth from the dead was limited, therefore he stated only his opinion".  Alma correctly suggested that only the righteous will rise with Christ from the grave (Alma 40:20-21). This confusion stands in marked contrast to Alma's positive testimony concerning the spirit world which he declared had been made known to him by an angel (Alma 40:11-14).  (Monte S. Nyman and Charles D. Tate, Jr., eds., Alma, the Testimony of the Word, BYU Religious Studies Center, p. 203.)
Alma 7:8 - Behold, I do not say that he will come among us at the time of his dwelling in his mortal tabernacle; for behold, the Spirit hath not said unto me that this should be the case. Now as to this thing I do not know; but this much I do know, that the Lord God hath power to do all things which are according to his word.

Alma 37:11 - Now these mysteries are not yet fully made known unto me; therefore I shall forbear.

1 Nephi 22:3 - Wherefore, the things of which I have read are things pertaining to things both temporal and spiritual; for it appears that the house of Israel, sooner or later, will be scattered upon all the face of the earth, and also among all nations. [Appear - to seem, in opposition to reality. – Webster’s 1828 Dictionary]
2 Nephi 2:17 - And I, Lehi, according to the things which I have read, must needs suppose that an angel of God, according to that which is written, had fallen from heaven; wherefore, he became a devil, having sought that which was evil before God.  [Suppose - To lay down or state as a proposition or fact that may exist or be true, though not known or believed to be true or to exist; or to imagine or admit to exist, for the sake of argument or illustration. – Webster’s 1828 Dictionary]
Gregory Prince and William Robert Wright - [David O.] McKay's first step was to obtain a copy of the book [Mormon Doctrine] and study it. One of his secretaries noted, "He went through the whole thing. He had paper clips [on the pages where he had a question], and there were hundreds of them there." Then he summoned two senior apostles, Mark E. Petersen and Marion G. Romney. "I asked them if they would together go over Elder Bruce R. McConkie's book, Mormon Doctrine and make a list of the corrections that should be made preparatory to his sending out an addendum to all members of the church who have purchased his book."

...  Peterson and Romney took ten months to critique the book and make their report to the First Presidency. Romney submitted a lengthy letter on January 7, 1960, detailing what he felt were the most egregious errors in the book and noting: "Its nature and scope and the authoritative tone of the style in which it is written pose the question as to the propriety of the author's attempting such a project without assignment and supervision from him whose right and responsibility it is to speak for the church on 'Mormon Doctrine.' " 

On the same day, Petersen gave McKay an oral report in which he recommended 1,067 corrections that "affected most of the 776 pages of the book." (David O. McKay and the Rise of Modern Mormonism, as quoted in The Salt Lake Tribune, “McKay vs. Publication of 'Mormon Doctrine'”, 7 May 2005)


Martin Luther - There is talk of a new astrologer who wants to prove that the earth moves and goes around instead of the sky, the sun, the moon, just as if somebody were moving in a carriage or ship might hold that he was sitting still and at rest while the earth and the trees walked and moved. But that is how things are nowadays: when a man wishes to be clever he must . . . invent something special, and the way he does it must needs be the best! The fool wants to turn the whole art of astronomy upside-down. However, as Holy Scripture tells us, so did Joshua bid the sun to stand still and not the earth.  (http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Heliocentrism)


Gordon B. Hinckley - Now in conclusion, may I repeat that I have worked with seven Presidents of this Church.  I have recognized that all have been human.  But I have never been concerned over this.  They may have had some weaknesses.  But this has never troubled me.  I know that the God of heaven has used mortal men throughout history to accomplish His divine purposes.  They were the very best available to Him, and they were wonderful.

These men whom I have known and with whom I have worked have been totally unselfish in their zeal to build the kingdom of God and bring happiness into the lives of the people.  They have been unsparing in giving of themselves to the great work for which each had responsibility in his particular season.  ("Believe His Prophets", Ensign, May 1992, p. 50.)


D. Todd Christofferson - At the same time it should be remembered that not every statement made by a Church leader, past or present, necessarily constitutes doctrine.  It is commonly understood in the Church that a statement made by one leader on a single occasion often represents a personal, though well-considered, opinion, not meant to be official or binding for the whole Church.  The Prophet Joseph Smith taught that “a prophet [is] a prophet only when he [is] acting as such.”  President Clark, quoted earlier, observed:

To this point runs a simple story my father told me as a boy, I do not know on what authority, but it illustrates the point. His story was that during the excitement incident to the coming of [Johnston’s] Army, Brother Brigham preached to the people in a morning meeting a sermon vibrant with defiance to the approaching army, and declaring an intention to oppose and drive them back. In the afternoon meeting he arose and said that Brigham Young had been talking in the morning, but the Lord was going to talk now. He then delivered an address, the tempo of which was the opposite from the morning talk. …  
… The Church will know by the testimony of the Holy Ghost in the body of the members, whether the brethren in voicing their views are ‘moved upon by the Holy Ghost’; and in due time that knowledge will be made manifest.”
(“The Doctrine of Christ”, General Conference, April 2012. The footnote to the quote by President Clark states:

J. Reuben Clark Jr., “Church Leaders’ Words,” 10. Of the story his father told him about Brigham Young, President Clark further wrote: “I do not know if this ever happened, but I say it illustrates a principle—that even the President of the Church, himself, may not always be ‘moved upon by the Holy Ghost,’ when he addresses the people. This has happened about matters of doctrine (usually of a highly speculative character) where subsequent Presidents of the Church and the peoples themselves have felt that in declaring the doctrine, the announcer was not ‘moved upon by the Holy Ghost.’ “How shall the Church know when these adventurous expeditions of the brethren into these highly speculative principles and doctrines meet the requirements of the statutes that the announcers thereof have been ‘moved upon by the Holy Ghost’? The Church will know by the testimony of the Holy Ghost in the body of the members, whether the brethren in voicing their views are ‘moved upon by the Holy Ghost’; and in due time that knowledge will be made manifest” (J. Reuben Clark Jr., “Church Leaders’ Words,” 10).)


Hugh Nibley - The sectarian world simply cannot understand how it is possible for a prophet of God to make a mistake. They could never see, for example, why Brigham Young, if he was really a prophet, would need to experiment with sugar beets or silkworms. Why should a prophet experiment? Shouldn't God reveal to him exactly what to do in every instance so that he need never, never, make a mistake? …

If God ever permits a prophet to be wrong or to learn by trial and error as the rest of God's children do, how can we ever be sure whether he is right or not? That, of course, is where revelation comes in.

Every individual must get a testimony for himself and be guided by the Spirit entirely on his own; then, and only then, as Brigham Young so often and so emphatically declared, can the people of God be led by revelation. In the light of such a doctrine, whether Joseph Smith ever made mistakes or not becomes completely irrelevant. . . . What mortals have ever been more keenly aware of their weaknesses and shortcomings than the prophets?  ("New Look at the Pearl of Great Price" (March 1968): 17.)
Hugh Nibley - [Certainly] I would sustain Judas. He was one of the apostles. . . . If we sustained only perfect people, we wouldn't sustain anybody. The Lord has his purposes in these things.  ("Nibley the Scholar," p. 10.)
Was there ever a preacher or leader more willing to admit his fallibility or more emphatic in exhorting his followers not to follow him blindly or believe a thing was so because he said it? If there was one teaching that Brigham Young emphasized more than any other, it was the importance of the individual's getting a testimony for himself independently of all human guidance, and putting his trust not in the words of any leader but in the Holy Ghost.  (Tinkling Cymbals and Sounding Brass, p. 679.)
I am fearful that �some of the Latter-day Saints simply come to the leaders and listen to the servants of God, and they never study; they never go to the written word, and compare it with the servants of God in their doctrines and teachings, and consequently they are unable to judge righteously, and they are losing confidence.


Their confidence is being shaken, because they are unable to judge, because they have not first studied it out in their minds … because, as a people, we are mentally lazy.


I will say that because I�do not expect to preach here �again for a long time.


- J. Golden Kimball


(J. Golden Kimball: �The Story of a Unique Personality �by Claude Richards, p. 146-147)





Our espousal and defense �of a false doctrine �will not make it true.


Our concern is to come to �a knowledge of the truth, not to prove a point �to which we may unwisely have committed ourselves.


Bruce R. McConkie


(Sermons and Writings of �Bruce R. McConkie , p. 234.)











