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Mormonism’s Fascination with the
    United States Presidency

“When the Constitution hangs as if by a thread, if it is saved, it will be the 
Elders of Israel [the Mormons] who will save it!”—Joseph Smith, Jr.

Joseph Smith’s
“White Horse Prophecy”

(Cont. on page 2)

Joseph Smith, the founder of Mormon-
ism was running for President of the 
United States in 1844 when he was mur-

dered by an angry mob.  Since then, four oth-
er Mormons have sought the US Presidency.  In 
every case, Mormon-watchers have recalled Joseph 
Smith’s so-called “White Horse Prophecy,” which 
suggests that, when America is on the verge of de-
struction, the Mormon Church will save it.

 Historically, Mormonism has had a very uneasy 
coexistence with the government—including two 
actual wars, The Mormon War (with Missouri) and 
the Utah War (with the United States).  In fact, the 
largest United States military force ever assembled 
prior to the Civil War was garrisoned outside of Salt 
Lake City, eventually prompting Brigham Young’s 
surrender of the Territorial Governorship.
 Joseph Smith threw his hat in the ring in Febru-
ary of 1844.  Sidney Rigdon was his Vice-Presiden-
tial running mate.  (James K. Polk went on to win 



Rockwell also used the concept of blood atonement as 
justifi cation for his assassination attempt on Missouri 
governor Lilburn Boggs.
 When Joseph Smith was killed on June 27, 1844, 

his assassins created the 
circumstances for what 
has become known as the 
“Oath of Vengeance.” A 
corollary to the doctrine 
of blood atonement, the 
oath of vengeance was 
created on the fi rst anni-
versary of Smith’s death 
as a formal prayer for 
God’s vengeance upon 
those who shed the 
blood of the prophet. Six 
months later this oath of 
vengeance became a part 
of the Mormon temple 
endowment ceremony. 
(read the whole paper 
online at http://www.
exmormon.org/violence.
htm)

Governor Brigham 
Young W h e n 
Brigham Young acced-
ed to rule the Mormon 
Church, he led the Mor-
mons to Utah.  He chose 
that spot because in 1847 
it was outside the United 
States, in a land disput-
ed between the United 
States and Mexico.  Less 
than a year after the Mor-
mons arrived in the Salt 
Lake Valley, that dispute 
was settled by Treaty 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
in which Mexico ceded 
half-a-million square 
miles of the North Amer-
ican West to the United 

States, including Texas, California, Nevada, Utah, and parts 
of Colorado, Arizona, New Mexico, and Wyoming.
 In 1849 Young petitioned the United States Con-
gress to admit a huge new state to the union—the State of 
Deseret—comprising most of the territory gained from Mex-
ico.  Brigham Young set up a provisional government nam-
ing himself  Governor.  In 1850, President Millard Fillmore 
signed an act to create a much smaller Utah Territory and 
appointed Brigham Young the fi rst territorial governor.  In 
1857, amid rumors of Utah unrest and the escalating practice 
o f polygamy, President James Buchanan PAGE TWO

that election, narrowly defeating Henry Clay.)  Smith’s own 
candidacy was cut short when he was murdered by an angry 
mob in June of 1844.

The Oath of Vengeance
From the earliest days of Mor-
monism, Smith confused the spir-
itual and political kingdoms.  He 
established The United Order 
wherein all members consecrat-
ed their property to the Church.  
(That concept is still alive in the 
modern Mormon Temple Cer-
emony.)  He also started a bank 
(which failed).  
 After coming into confl ict 
with the residents of Missouri (re: 
the Mormon War) he fl ed with 
his followers to Nauvoo, Illinois.  
There he was declared to be the 
General of the Nauvoo Army, 
the Mayor, as well as Proph-
et, Seer, and Revelator of the 
Church.  In Nauvoo (which once 
rivaled Chicago in population) 
Smith ruled his kingdom with an 
iron fi st and it was there that he 
longingly eyed the Presidency of 
the United States.
 A scholarly article, “Mormon 
Fundamentalism and Violence: 
A Historical Analysis” by Garn 
LeBaron Jr., documents that in 
1842, Joseph Smith received a 
series of revelations regarding the 
establishment of the Kingdom of 
God on earth:

His goal was the establish-
ment of a theocratic kingdom 
at Nauvoo, Illinois where 
he would be the King of Is-
rael, and the Council of Fifty 
would be the governmental 
structure which would pre-
pare the way for the millen-
nial reign of Christ. As part 
of the elaboration for this 
theocratic plan, Smith presented what would come to be 
known as the doctrine of “Blood Atonement.” The con-
cept behind this doctrine was that people who committed 
particularly grievous acts against the Mormons would 
have to shed their blood to atone for the sins they had 
committed. The Mormons, especially the Danites [an 
inner-circle Praetorian Guard under the exclusive com-
mand of Joseph Smith], used the doctrine of blood atone-
ment as justifi cation for the depredations they committed 
during their war against the Missourians. Orrin Porter 

In 1844 Joseph 
Smith pursued his 
dream of creating 

a theocracy in the Unit-
ed States (combining 
Church and State with 
himself as the Prophet 
as well as President) 
by running for the US 
Presidency.  
 During the sum-
mer of that year, Smith 
ransacked an anti-Mor-
mon newspaper offi ce 
in Nauvoo and burned 
its printing press in the street.  He established marshal 
law in his city of Nauvoo, Illinois.  He was arrested on 
charges of treason against the state of Illinois and incar-
cerated in the town of Carthage to await trial.
 During the night of July 27, Smith and his brother 
Hyrum were murdered by an angry mob disguised in 
blackface.  For decades after Smith’s murder, everyone 
who participated in Mormon Temple ceremonies was 
made to recite the following oath of vengeance against 
the United States:

 You and each of you do solemnly promise and vow 
that you will pray and never cease to pray and nev-
er cease to importune High Heaven to avenge the 
blood of the prophets upon this nation and that you 
will teach this to your children and your children’s 
children until the third and fourth generation.

The Campaign
 The Murder
  The Oath of Vengeance



attain the highest level of exaltation.  When will polygamy 
be offi cially restored in mainline Mormonism?  Some think 
that will happen when Mormonism achieves its goal of unit-
ing political and religious power in a theocracy.

Polygamy goes underground in Utah
The truth was that Mormon polygamy simply went under-
ground.  Secret plural marriages were authorized by the 
mainline Mormon Church for at least thirty years after the 
offi cial “Manifesto,” which supposedly ended the practice.  
Mormon polygamists went “low key,”  boarding their wives 
in multiples houses to avoid detection from meddling feder-
al agents.  Many polygamists fl ed to the deserts of Utah Ter-
ritory. A large number of polygamists emigrated to Mexico.  
Polygamy has never been actively prosecuted there.

Polygamy in Mexico
Five years prior to the public announcement that the Church 
would no longer seal plural marriages in the United States, 
Mormon President John Taylor sent emissaries to the Mexi-
can state of Chihuahua to purchase land for a settlement of 

Mormons.  Governor Ochoa of Chihuahua struck a deal with 
the Church which then sent a huge contingent of Mormons 
to Mexico.  The Church soon established several colonies in 
Chihuahua and Sonora.  In the Casas Grandes Valley in Chi-
huahua the Church built Colonia Juarez, Dublan, and Ca-
sas Grandes.  (In 1999 the Church built a temple at Colonia 

Juarez, a testimony to the majority population PAGE THREE

removed Young from the governorship and appointed Alfred 
Cumming, sending Cumming to Utah under the escort of Col. 
Albert Sydney Johnston (who would die, in the Civil War, at 
the Battle of Shiloh in Tennessee.)

The Utah War
As the American army approached Utah, Brigham Young de-
camped Salt Lake City and prepared for war with the United 
States government.  Eventually, Johnston garrisoned his troops 
southwest of Salt Lake City.  It was the largest fi ghting force 
ever assembled by the United States prior to the Civil War.
 Young was indicted for treason, but was never prosecuted.  
Finally, Young and his minions returned to Salt Lake City and 
an uneasy peace saw the Federal government administering the 
court system while Young continued, in reality, to rule the terri-
tory.  The Utah War was over without a shot being fi red.  Even-
tually Young and his coconspirators were pardoned.
 Young continued to agitate for the establishment of his 
State of Deseret.  The legal US appointees referred to his efforts 
as a “ghost government” while tensions and violence continued 
to rage within territorial borders.

Utah resists polygamy reform
Before the Civil War broke out, Washington was formulating 
an assault on the Utah practice of polygamy (which was re-
ferred to in the 1856 Republican political platform as one of 
the “twin relics of barbarism”—the other being slavery).  The 
effort to reign in polygamy in Utah was necessarily set aside 
during the Civil War.
 Polygamy was one of the reasons Brigham Young wanted 
to establish a theocratic state in which the Mormon Church 
was also the civil authority.  Young knew that the United States 
would never condone “the practice” (as polygamy was called).  
He also knew that the Rocky Mountains would not always be a 
safe haven for old men to have many young wives.
 After the Civil War, Congress again began pressing Utah to 
give up plural marriage.  The Church resolutely resisted, con-
tinuing the practice after Young died.  In 1862 Congress passed 
the Morrell anti-polygamy bill, but no Utah jurors would con-
vict anybody of the crime.  The Poland Act of 1874 fi nally net-
ted a single conviction in 1879.  In 1887 the Edmunds-Tucker 
Act strengthened the government’s hand by requiring that all 
marriage certifi cates in Utah be signed by the parties to the 
marriage and by the person who conducted the marriage.  It 
also denied the vote to any man who failed to certify that he 
would obey the laws of the United States.  Federal prosecutors 
began to get convictions and many prominent Mormons went 
to jail.
 The handwriting was on the wall; America was never going 
to sanction the practice of polygamy.  The Mormon Church had 
held out for more than forty years since moving to Utah.  In 
1890, the Mormon Church—at least on the surface—capitulat-
ed.  It stopped (so it said) solemnizing plural marriages.  How-
ever, it is not true that Mormonism “renounced polygamy.”  The 
command to practice it is still included in Mormon scripture.  
Knowledgeable Mormons understand this “New and Everlast-
ing Covenant” is required for all Mormons who wish to 

Mormons.  Governor Ochoa of Chihuahua st k a deal with 

The Romney Roots
in Mexican Polyga-



of Mormons still residing in that area.)  Nuevo Casas Grandes 
today is a city of more than 50,000 people.  At one point, the 
Mormon population was the majority in the State of Sonora.
 The Mormon infl uence in The Casas Grandes Valley is de-
scribed in the online 
encyclopedia “Wicki-
pedia:”

The colony was 
one of many colo-
nies in Mexico 
settled by Mor-
mon pioneers. 
Much like the rest 
of the state, the 
area was mostly 
deserted and was 
planned as part 
of the larger LDS campaign to establish the Republic of 
Deseret. Despite this, some continue to claim these colo-
nies were organized in order to evade U.S. polygamy laws. 
In fact, although the town was planned before the end of 
polygamy, it’s growth in 
the late 19th century was 
primarily due to Mor-
mon immigrants fl eeing 
Utah and other parts of 
the US due to their prac-
tice of polygamy. There 
are many descendants of 
these colonies that have 
attained prominence in 
both countries, including 
Mitt Romney, former gov-
ernor of Massachusetts.

 Casas Grandes has not only 
been a hotbed of polygamy, but 
polygamy in its worst form.  In 
1924, Alma Dayer LeBaron (no 
relation to the previously cited Garn LeBaron) settled about 40 
miles south of the colony of Casas Grandes and established Co-
lonia LeBaron.  Like so many other Fundamentalist Mormons, 
Alma be-
came con-
v i n c e d 
he held a 
“ s p e c i a l 
M o r m o n 
P r i e s t -
hood,” and 
was to re-
store or-
der to the 
M o r m o n 
C h u r c h 
( w h i c h , 
Alma thought, had become apostate by suspending the sacred 
rite of polygamy).  He passed on his dream to the PAGE FOUR

Mitt Romney has called polygamy “bizarre.”
Is he being dishonest?

1.  Does he think it was bizarre when God ordered Joseph Smith and 
others to practice it?  (Which Romney believes)
2.  Was it bizarre when all of the early Utah Mormon leadership prac-
ticed it, defended it in the Tabernacle, and claimed you couldn’t go to 
the highest heaven without practicing it?
3. Was it bizarre when his Mexican forebears practiced it?
Just when did it become bizarre to Mitt Romney??

eldest of this sons, Joel, who established a breakaway Mor-
mon Church, the Firstborn of the Fullness of Times.  One of 
his chief assistants was his brother, Ervil.  
 Ervil LeBaron  fell out of favor with Joel and in 1972 

set up a ri-
val group, 
calling it the 
Church of 
the Lamb of 
God.  The 
factions dis-
solved into a 
bloody rival-
ry.  Before 
it was over, 
Ervil would 
be respon-

sible for the murder of at least thirty rivals and those among 
his own group whom he thought were unfaithful disciples.

The Mexican Romneys
Many prominent Mormons arose from the 
polygamous communities of Northern Mex-
ico, including the famous Romney family: 
George Romney was former Governor of 
Michigan and a Presidential candidate—and 
the father of Mitt Romney, former Gover-
nor of Massachusetts and current Presiden-
tial candidate.  George Romney was born in 
Dublan, Chihuahua.  All of his grandparents 
were polygamists and the sons and daughters 
of polygamists.
 George Romney announced himself a can-
didate for the 1968 Presidency.  Having been 
born in Mexico to two American parents, he 
may have been disqualifi ed for the Presiden-
cy because of the “natural born” clause in the 
Constitution.  However, it was a gray area 

and never tested in court.  Although he was highly regarded 
by the center-right wing of the Republican Party, he ruined 
his chances for nomination by coming out against the Viet-

nam War in 1967.
 Mitt Romney was 
born and raised in Mich-
igan.  He attended Stan-
ford University for two 
quarters before serving 
a two-and-a-half-year 
mission for the Mormon 
Church in France.  Upon 
returning home, he at-
tended BYU where he 
graduated as valedicto-
rian.  He then took a law 
degree from Harvard.

 In 1984, Romney co-founded Boston-based Bain Capi-
tal, a private equity investment fi rm.  In 2002 he was 

The election of an active Mormon to the United States 
Presidency will immediately create a million Mormon 
converts.

Should, for example, Mitt Romney be elected President of the United States, 
every Mormon missionary will start off his conversation with a new “inves-
tigator” by talking about President Romney, not about President Hinckley 
or Joseph Smith.  Doors would swing wide open to the Mormon Missionar-
ies.



from biblical doctrine in numerous important areas.  It is also 
a cult in the psychological sense:  it submits its adherents to a 
form of psychological mind control.  True, Mormonism has 
moderated since the bloody days of Brigham Young’s rule of 
Utah Territory, but it continues to intimidate its members, bul-
lying them into submission and replacing much of their God-
given Liberty with bondage to a soul-robbing religious system 
based on so-called “good works.”
 I have spent 30 years documenting the withering effect 
Mormonism has on the personalities of those caught in its 
web.  Mormonism is a subtle—but very real—evil.  Not as 
extreme—today—as Jim Jones’ People’s Temple or David 
Koresh’s Branch Davidians, but Mormonism is cut from the 
same cloth.  It is a mishmash of garbled and unbiblical doc-
trines masquerading as a Christian church (to quote the late Dr. 
Walter Martin.)
 Once upon a time, the Evangelical Christian community, 
understood the mind-numbing affect Mormonism has on its 
membership.  That time, unfortunately seems to have passed.  

(See my DVD “Mormonism: Has 
Anything Changed?” which is 
available at BeyondMormonism.
com and is Free to pastors).  For 
example, Richard Mouw, President 
of Fuller Theological Seminary, 
now says that the problems be-

tween Mormons and Evangelicals stem mainly from Evangeli-
cals who lie about Mormonism.  Rick Warren, of Saddleback 
Church in California, invites Mormons to his pastor training 
seminars and  told USA Today “I’m not going to get into a 
debate over the non-essentials. I won’t try to change other de-
nominations. Why be divisive?” 
 My position on this matter remains unchanged.  Until very 
recently, mine was the normal Evangelical position on Mor-
monism.  To many Evangelicals, however, the historic position 
on Mormonism now seems extreme.  But, the truth has not 
changed and I’m not inclined to try to redefi ne it to be popular.  
I marvel that some Evangelicals seem to have forgotten that 
Mormonism is a non-Christian cult.  They seem to have forgot-
ten that  Mormons are baptized, not into Christ, but into The 
Mormon Church!  I wonder if they have forgotten that:

[There is] one body, and one Spirit, even as ye are called 
in one hope of your calling;
 One Lord, one faith, one baptism,
 One God and Father of all, who [is] above all, and 
through all, and in you all. (Eph 4:5-6)

 The Mormon’s allegiance to Christ is fi ltered through 
The Mormon Church.  The Mormon views of Christ, man, 
and salvation are monstrously distorted.  Paradoxically, many 
Christian theologians know that Mormon theology does not 
present the Christ of the Bible, but at the same time they of-
ten want to include the Mormon Church within the Body of 
Christ!  Somehow their theological view becomes muddled 
and schizophrenically divided from their practice.  I think this 
is direct fallout from the pressures of living in a politically cor-
rect and post-modern atmosphere.  Therefore, many modern 
Evangelical theologians can see Mormonism for what it is, but 
can’t bring themselves to condemn it boldly.
 The sad result is that they, fail to grasp that a someone 
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elected Governor of Massachusetts, spending $6.3 million of 
his own money in the campaign, (His net worth is estimated 
to be more than half a billion dollars.
 Romney announced his candidacy for the Republi-
can nomination in February of 2007.  Although  early polls 
showed him a nonstarter, he startled the political world in 
April of 2007 when he raised more election funds than all 
other contenders.

Mitt Romney’s Political Life
Romney’s detractors suggest that the most defi nitive aspect 
to Mitt Romney’s political life is summed up in the political 
epithet “fl ip fl op.”  Republican Presidential candidate Sam 
Brownback (R-Kansas) said, “Mitt Romney’s fl ip fl ops are 
enough to make John Kerry blush.”  Kerry, in the 2004 Presi-
dential race was famously heckled as a “fl ip-fl opper.”  I’m not 
judging whether or not Kerry deserved that moniker, but it was 
a widespread allegation.  So Brownback was saying that Mitt 
Romney is the most egregious fl ip-fl opper in politics.  There 
certainly are enough examples to 
see where Brownback could get 
that idea.
 On the issue of gay rights, the 
gay newspaper “The Washington 
Blade,” reported: “Believe it or 
not, but in the 1994 Massachusetts 
Senate race, Bay State governor and presumptive presidential 
candidate Mitt Romney ran to the left of Ted Kennedy on 
gay rights.”  That was when he was running for governor of 
one of the most liberal states in the nation.
 However, to win the Republican nomination for President 
in 2008, Romney will have to carry the large “Christian Right” 
voting bloc.  To get that vote, as a minimum he will have to 
espouse conservative values on such issues as gay marriage, 
abortion, and campaign fi nance reform.  He has fl ip-fl opped on 
all of those issues.
 I do not think it is my place to address—in detail—Rom-
ney’s positions on those issues in this paper.  However, anyone 
who goes on the Internet and searches for his recorded state-
ments on these matters will see that he has repeatedly and dras-
tically reversed himself on these hot button issues, depending 
upon which voting bloc he was addressing.
 I have already pointed out my disappointment in his un-
wavering misrepresentation of Mormon doctrines about po-
lygamy.  He is either hopelessly confused about that, or he is 
not telling the truth.  Neither of those positions is acceptable, 
especially for someone seeking the nations highest offi ce.
 If Mitt Romney does indeed fl ip-fl op on issues of the great-
est moral importance in order to get elected to public offi ce, he 
certainly should not hold such an offi ce.

My Horrifying Conclusion
 I am afraid Mitt Romney is a victim of Mormonism.  I prob-
ably will not get very many people—maybe not even very 
many conservative Christians—to hear me on this issue.  But 
those who know Mormonism from the inside out can verify 
that Mormonism is a bona fi de cult! Mormonism is certainly 
a cult in the narrow biblical sense: it deviates 

tween Mormons and Evangelicals stem mainly from Evangeli-

Mitt Romney told a reporter his favorite book 
was Battlefi eld Earth, by Scientology founder 
L. Ron Hubbard.  Later he clarifi ed himself.  
He said the Bible was his favorite book, and 
Battlefi eld Earth  was his favorite novel.



truly believes Mormonism is violently victimized by his baptism 
into the Mormon cult.  They apparently can-
not understand that a person who participates 
in occult temple rituals on a regular basis is 
changed by that participation.  They seem to 
lack elementary spiritual discernment.  Such 
naivety astounds me.  When it is exhibited by 
Christian leaders it discourages me.

Is it Bigotry to Refuse to Vote Cult Mem-
bers  into High Offi ce?
Recently, Jacob Weisberg, editor of the infl u-
ential (and liberal) online journal Slate, wrote:

Someone who refuses to consider voting 
for a woman as president is rightly deemed 
a sexist.  Someone who’d never vote for a 
black person is a racist.  But are you a re-
ligious bigot if you wouldn’t cast a ballot 
for a believing Mormon?
...Objecting to someone because of his 
religious beliefs is not the same thing as 
prejudice based on religious heritage, 
race, or gender.

 Weisberg reasons, correctly, that while all 
people are free to run for elected offi ce regard-
less of religion, “it is not bigotry to say that 
some religious views are deal-breakers.”  
This Jewish thinker concluded, “I wouldn’t 
vote for someone who truly believed in the 
founding whoppers of Mormonism...[which] 
is based on such transparent and recent 
fraud.”  It is not, Weisberg argued, that 
Romney “is a Mormon,” but the he “has never 
publicly indicated any distance from Church 
doctrine.”  If, for example, Romney wants us 
to believe that he really thinks polygamy is bi-
zarre, he needs to explain himself much more 
fully.  When someone is caught with his hand 
in the cookie jar, he needs a much better expla-
nation for his actions than, “I never did it!”
 I’m reminded of when a leading journal-
ist asked President Gordon B. Hinckley if he 
really believed that men could become gods.  
Hinckley waved off the question saying, “I 
don’t know much about that.”  Later, under 
searching questions, he had to reveal that he 
really did believe it.
 Hinckley also dismisses the modern Mor-
mon connection to polygamy by saying “we do 
not practice it and excommunicate those among 
us who do.”  But that does not answer the ques-
tion “What do you believe about polygamy.”  Is 
it antibiblical, antisocial, destructive, and just 
plain wrong?”  Mormons will never answere 
those questions in the public arena.  They will 
simply dismiss them.  Hinckley is on record, 
for example, saying to his own members, that 
the Christ orthodox Christians worship is not 

the Christ Mormons worship.  But you will never get that out 
of him in a public forum.
 So, Weisberg gets it.  He says Mor-
mon doctrines are deal breakers when held 
by devout Mormons seeking public offi ce.  
Sadly,  many of our national Christian lead-
ers are not so perceptive!
 Another political writer, Damon 
Linker, also gets it.  Writing in the left wing 
magazine, New Republic, Linker argued 
that any believing Mormon is unsuitable 
for the presidency.  He pointed our that any 
serious Mormon would be obliged to take 
orders from the President of the Mormon 
Church.  And that is true.  Unlike John F. 
Kennedy, who in 1960 said he would not 
take orders from the Pope, Romney, each 
time he applies for a temple recommend, 
swears allegiance to the Prophet, Seer, and 
Revelator—the current President of the 
Mormon Church.
 In addition, Romney, each time he 
goes through the Mormon temple swears 
assent to the following charge:
You and each of you covenant and prom-
ise before God, angels, and these witnesses 
at this altar, that you do accept the Law of 
Consecration as contained in this, (The Of-
fi ciator holds up a copy of the Doctrine and 
Covenants again.) the Book of Doctrine and 
Covenants, in that you do consecrate your-
selves, your time, talents, and everything 
with which the Lord has blessed you, or 
with which he may bless you, to the Church 
of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, for the 
building up of the Kingdom of God on the 
earth and for the establishment of Zion.
 Would it have been bigotry to decide 
that David Koresh’s religious views would 
disqualify him for the Presidency of the 
United States?  Or how about Sun Myung 
Moon of the Unifi cation Church?  Could he 
be rejected because of his weird views of 
God and man?  How about Jim Jones?
 Let’s wake up, America.  Somebody 
who believes all faithful Mormon men can 
become Gods, is not a candidate for the 
Presidency of the United States.  Any Mor-
mon who regulary participates in pagan 
temple ceremonies should never sit in the 
Oval Offi ce.
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