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Ben Bistline
Box 507
Colorado City, Arizona 86021

September 15, 1993

Dear Brian,

I was happy to hear from you. You did not need to send the copies of the
depositions back. I thought I had told you that. It seems like we got them on disc for
you anyway if I remember right. Oh well, it was good to get your letter anyway. I
tried to call you about a month ago when I was in Salt Lake but you were not home.
I meant to call back but didn’t get around to it. I did get a hold of Don Bradley though
when I was up there. He had some interesting things to tell me about something he
had read in John Carlisle’s diary. I want to try and get it if I can.

What you say about the Fundamentalists not being Fundamental is very interesting
to me. I have come to understand that to be the truth for some time now. I would
like to see what you have on it sometime if possible. I am also interested in the
biographies of Musser, Woolley, Broadbent and Barlow. I hope you don’t run out of
steam as you indicate. If there is any way I can help you to do it, just let me know.
I don’t know if I could be of much help but would do whatever I could.

I don’t know if I ever told you are not, but I have been working on a history of
Short Creek and the polygamist movement here. I am now working on the fourth
chapter. I'm in the 1960s era. I just don’t seem to have the time I need to work on
it all I would like. Maybe when winter comes maybe I’'ll have more time. I would like
to get yours and Max’s impute on it sometime. When I get to Salt Lake again I'll try
and contact you then about it.

I was interested about your sister. It’s not surprising that she has left the Allreds.
The Polygamist Groups take the free agency from their followers. It is hard for people
who have been raised outside of the groups to give up their free agency. I've seen
many people come and go for that reason. I’'m interested as to where she is now, or
who she is following. If you think it would help her any for me to talk with her, I
would like the opportunity to do so. I have seen the history of the polygamists first
hand, almost from the beginning ( I was born in 1935). I knew John Barlow, Joseph
Musser, Charles Zitting and of course all of Barlow’s Priesthood Council. I never did
know Louis Kelsch or Legrand Woolley though I knew about them as they were talked
about quite a bit here. They did not participate in the united order movements, and
did not associate with the people much, especially after John Barlow called his own
Council.

The Judge in the Federal Court dismissed the lawsuit on grounds of there being
no Federal issues. We have filed it over in State Court. I don’t know how either side



could claim a victory as, like you say, it has just been sent to another Court. I know
the other side claimed victory. They have been saying the lawsuit is over. I don’t see
how we could claim any victory at this time, it is only just being drug out longer. I'll
be happy when it’s over, however it comes out. I don’t think I'll wait much longer
before I start to build a new house. I do have the property now to build on here. And
It won’t belong to any United Effort Plan.

I don’t know if you have heard or not but Annie has finally been baptized. It took
a struggle, but it finally happened. We had to go to Salt Lake for an interview with
Elder Faust before she was approved. It seemed odd to me that they would not
approve her but did me as soon as they did. She was far more worthy than I. Things
are going quit well for us now. We are quit active in the Church and are enjoying it.
I didn’t know there was so much difference between the Fundamentalists and the
Church as there is. Like I said earlier, the Church isn’t as eager to take away the free
agency of their followers as the Polygamists are.

I'don’t know anything to tell you about a fireside in the area. Since the General
Authorities have stopped the meetings here, things have pretty much came to a stop
so far as any missionary work is concerned.

Well, it was good to hear from you. I will try and call again the next time I get up
there. I guess I'll close for now. See you soon, Ben.
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October 24, 1989

Dear Brian:

I was pleasantly surprised to receive your letter. It seems that
it was just yesterday that we first corresponded. I am still grateful
for the copy of Hamilton’s dissertation on the Salt Lake Temple that
you sent to me.

I am sorry to hear about your sister and brother—in-law’s leaving
the Church and joining a fundamentalist faction. When I was in Utah, I
had contact with some fundamentalists who came to do research at the
University of Utah library where I worked. I still remain on a friendly
basis with one in particular. We still correspond, but rather
infrequently. I have been exposed to their teachings and know that they
can be quite persuasive. If nothing one must admire their zeal.

I have a few books in my library, but not near the numbers you
mention. I only wished that 1 had the room for a separate library such
as you have. Our family room is overflowing with books, binders, and a
stuffed file cabinet.

But more to the point. I have not collected much material on
fundamentalism since moving to West Virginia in 1972. It just is not
much of an issue in the East. However, I do have a couple items in my
files that might be of interest to you. You mention that you have a
copy of Max Anderson’s Mormon Fundamentalism. This is a good source. I
have a copy of this book as well, but I also have a copy of a 673 page
manuscript that he prepared in 1974 with the same title. I have been
told that it was from this massive study that his book was finally
prepared. The book is more polished, of course, but the large
manuscript treats a number of subjects not included in the book. Let me
give you the titles of the chapters, so you can see what 1 mean:

i | Loren Woolley Story 16 The Loss of Revelation

2 Letters 17 Missionary Work

3 The Cannon Committee 18 The Endowment Ceremony

4 The 1886 Manifesto 19 The Temple Garment

5 Events of the Night 20 Joseph Smith’s Resurrection

6 The Eight Hour Meeting 21 The Gathering

( George Earl Statement 22 The Church in Financial
Bondage

8 The 1886 Revelation 23 The One Mighty and Strong

9 The Woodruff Manifesto 24 Priesthood Conferral

10 Temporal and Spiritual 256 Priesthood and Excommunication

Bondage

11 The Loss of Priesthood 26 the Loren Woolley Statement

12 John Taylor 27 Only One Remains

13 Wilford Woodruff 28 Resume of Evidence for a
"Council of Friends"

14 Lorenzo Snow 29 The Council of Friends

15 Joseph F. Smith 30 Conclusion



As in the book, in each chapter he presents the basic fundamentalist
claim concerning the topic and then he attempts to refute it, usually
using an historical approach, rather than a doctrinal one. I feel that
some chapters are more successful than others. My copy came from my
fundamentalist friend, who made some notations and comments in the
text. Anyway, if you want me to make a copy for you, let me know. I can
xerox it at Kinko’s for 5 cents a page.

I am sure that the mainstream publications you mention will only
be of marginal help in your quest. Generally they do not deal with the
subjects about which the fundamentalists are so exercised. Quite a bit
has been written, however, on the Priesthood in some of them,
particularly on the question of succession. Mike Quinn’s papers in BYU
Studies and Journal of Mormon History are quite good. Some
fundamentalists claim the right to Joseph Smith’s keys through others
than the Twelve, particularly Benjamin F. Johnson. They claim he
received a special commission based on patriarchal authority from the
Prophet. Historically, there is no evidence to support such a claim. I
guess that this may refer to your question on the Patriarchal
Priesthood. Others base their claim on a supposed commission to
associates of John Taylor to perpetuate plural marriage outside the
traditional priesthood channels in the Church. This is difficult to
prove and Max Anderson addresses this at some length in both the book
and manuscript. You don’t state with which faction within the
fundamentalist community your sister has affiliated --, while they all
share certain doctrines and teachings, etc., many also'ﬁnvariety of
interpretations or claims to authority.

With this letter I am enclosing a handout that I prepared for a
regional young adult conference on the subject of Calling and Election.
Perhaps it may be of interest to you and may help in your search.
Furthermore, a good and close friend of mind, Richard Ware of Mesa,
Arizona, has written an excellent book on the subject of Calling and
Election. It is a superb study and should be out in early 1990.
Publisher’s Press, the vanity arm of Bookcraft, I believe will be
bringing it out. He also recently wrote me that he will make his
manuscript available on computer diskettes as well. I will keep you
informed, if you are interested. Richard is waiting for final approval
from the Brethren before proceeding, because it is quite explicit in
some areas.

It is my feeling that the so-called office of High Priest Apostle
is nothing but a fundamentalist fabrication, and that Joseph Smith did
not organized a so-called Quorum or Council of Friends (Some
fundamentalists I think call it the Council of Seven).

I have not done much more on the Salt Lake Temple than what I
sent you some months ago, mainly because of the lack of primary sources
here in the East.

I will be happy to help in anyway I can. As ever,
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Brian Hales

5772 & Tanglewood
Layton, UT $4040

23 October 1992
Dear Sister Gaylene Jessop,

In May of this year you requested a copy of a paper I read at the Mormon Historical
Association meeting which I sent to you. In that letter I mentioned I would also forward a copy
of a book the Brother Max Anderson and I were working on when it was finally published. It
has taken longer than I had anticipated, but if is now available.

I realize that by sending this to you, I will be sharing with you things that disagree with
your present set of beliefs. It is important to me for you to understand that I am not trying to
be argumentative or to foster contention. Max and I believe firmly in the free agency of all men
and women and are simply sharing with those who might have an interest some of the research
that we have made. If you find that the book causes feelings of anger or contention, please just
discard it... reading it under such circumstances could not result in anything useful. Learning
must occur with the Spirit of the Lord which could not be present.

I wish to apologize for the numerous footnotes in the book which might be something of
a distraction to the readers. Max and I wished to show that our conclusions were not formed in
a vacuum, but are built upon historical documents and scriptural or other inspired sources. I
believe that the book contains information about the period between 1920 and 1940 which most
fundamentalists are unaware. Particularly, important history concerning the origin of teachings
of a Priesthood Council (Council of Friends) and Priesthood organization existing outsipe the
Church are presented. Lorin C. Woolley's line of priesthood succession as described after his
death is also examined as is Musser's office of High Priest Apostle.

Naturally, I would hope that fundamentalists would consider these things, if it could be
done in a spirit free of contention. Please, if I might be so bold, let me share with you three
reasons which cause me to believe that few, if any fundamentalists, will seriously consider the
contents of this book (or our subsequent research):

1.  Most fundamentalists are not too concerned with history which does not support their
beliefs. Their tendency is to repeatedly review or quote historical evidences and scripture
which support the continued practice of polygamy. Most have not realized that their
beliefs and doctrines are firmly grounded in the theories of Joseph Musser and Lorin C.
Woolley as much the scriptures and prophetic utterances. Few have seriously attempted
to separate the two and then determine if Musser's and Woolley's theories square with
the Standard Works and the teachings of Joseph Smith, Brigham Young etc. I have
prayerfully studied the teachings of Musser and Woolley and do not believe they were



prophets of God (though I do not question their sincerity). I believe that the numerous
new religious ideas they brought forth constitute simply the wisdom of men and if
followed, will destroy ones soul. I would be happy to share some research that is not
found in the book with you if you were interested and if it might be done in a spirit free
from contention.

Many fundamentalists believe they are superior to Church members and are therefore not
too worried about teachings that come from the Church. This feeling of superiority is
usually based in two ideas:

(1) Since plural marriage was a lofty and sometimes difficult principle to follow
between 1852 and 1890, those attempting to live it today feel that they are
superior to any who are not so living.

(2) Many fundamentalists believe they are members of an external Priesthood
organization (described by Musser in 1934) which would be presiding over the
Church i the Church were not "out of order.” Since the described Priesthood
organization is allegedly superior to the Church, individuals who are members of
the Priesthood may feel they too are somehow superior.

This feeing of superiority, which may sometimes exist, is a real problem because it
virtually eliminates the possibility that any fundamentalists will humble himself or herself
before the Lord's anointed (within the Church) the take the necessary steps of repentance.

Many diverse spiritual manifestations exist verifying to individuals in each group (for
example, the Allred group, Fred Collier, Ogden Kraut and other independents etc.) that
their own personal line of priesthood succession and set of doctrines are correct.
Certainly, these‘cannot come from the Lord because they convince different people about
very different things. We are told that in the last days, even the "very elect," may be
deceived in this manner.

I would be happy to correspond with you or any in your group concerning these things

(if it can be done in an atmosphere free from contention). If you find that I am making you
upset or angry, please just discard this and the book since I desperately wish to avoid causing
such feelings.

Of course I wish to encourage any who will, to prayerfully study, for I know the Lord

is with His Church and His Anointed within it. My witness is that no authority exists outside
of the Church to perform an eternal marriage of any kind.

May God bless you.

Sincerely,



Church

Educational
The Church of Jesus Christ

Sys tem of Latter-day Saints

1 April 1994

Dr. Brian Hales

3112 East Tanglewood Drive

Layton, Utah 84040

Dear Brian,

Thanks for your nice letter. Sometime when you are in Logan, come
to the Institute and you are welcome to go through my files and
extract those things that will be of interest to you.

Good luck in your writings.

Sincerely,

Ht

Kenneth W. Godfrey
Director

KWG/ss

INSTITUTE OF RELIGION, 800 Darwin Avenue, Logan, Utash 84321 (801) 752-4265



