High Council of the Seat of the First Presidency of the Church
Introduction:

This study concerns the need for the “High Council of the Seat of the First Presidency of the Church?” as outlined in the Doctrine and Covenants. 
According to President John Taylor it is through the High Councils of the Church that difficulties in doctrine and other matters are to be settled. Speaking in General Conference in April 1882 he stated:

“The High Councils were organized for the adjustment of all matters of difficulty, for the correction of incorrect doctrine, for the maintenance of purity and correct principles among the saints, and for the adjudication of all general matters pertaining to Israel” (The Mind and Will of the Lord” compiled and indexed by Harold W. Pease Page 73) 
The Doctrine and Covenants contains the final procedure for answering questions on doctrine and correct principles that cannot be answered by local High Councils. This is to be handled by “The High Council of the Seat of the First Presidency of the Church” 

Scriptures

In the Doctrine and Covenants the First Presidency and Twelve High Priests were chosen to be a Standing High Council of the Church. (D&C 102:1) One of the stated purposes of this council was to sort out difficulties and questions.
D&C 102:2: “The High Council was appointed by revelation for the purpose of settling important difficulties which might arise in the church, which could not be settled by the church or the Bishop’s Council to the satisfaction of the parties” 

This council referred to in the above scripture is called “The High Council of the Seat of the First Presidency of the Church” as identified in the following scripture: 

D&C 102:26-27: “It shall be the duty of the said council (Stake High Council) to transmit, immediately, a copy of the proceedings, with a full statement of the testimony accompanying their decision, to The High Council of the Seat of the First Presidency of the Church. Should the parties or either be dissatisfied with the decision of said council, they may appeal to The High Council of the Seat of the First Presidency of the Church, and have a re-hearing…...” (emphasis added)
This council is also called “The Standing Council for the Church” (See D&C 102:3) and is composed of the First Presidency (See D&C 102:9-11) and twelve appointed high priests of the church (See D&C 102:3) after which pattern the Stake High Councils were to be established. It was established to review decisions where there was a dissatisfaction with a decision of a Stake High Council on disciplinary matters and also used for doctrinal disputes which could not be answered locally at Ward and Stake level. 
The Standing High Council of the Seat of the First Presidency of the church is a separate council to the “Travelling High Council composed of the Twelve Apostles”. (D&C 102:30; D&C 107:33, 36) 

If after meeting together the council is unable to resolve a problem whether doctrinal or procedural the President of the Church is to receive the necessary revelation on the subject. As in all things the Lord first expects His servants to study the matter carefully before seeking additional light: 
D&C 102:23: “In case of difficulty respecting doctrine or principle, if there is not a sufficiency written to make the case clear to the minds of the Council, the President may inquire and obtain the mind of the Lord by revelation.” 
The Church operated this council when Joseph Smith was the President of the church. 
At the time it even had some responsibility in appointing new apostles. 
History

“The Presiding High Council” The following is Taken from Wikipedia-
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Presiding_high_council
On February 17, 1834, Joseph Smith, the founder of the Latter Day Saint movement, created the church's first high council at church headquarters in Kirtland, Ohio. This body consisted of twelve men and were under the direction of the First Presidency. This high council took on the role of chief judicial and legislative body of the church, except in areas where the church was not organized, and handled such things as excommunication trials and approval of all church spending. When church headquarters moved to Jackson County, Missouri, the newly formed Missouri high council took on a presiding role as the high council of Zion, and the Kirtland high council became subordinate. Later, when other high councils were established in newly formed stakes of the church, the high council of Zion took on the role of "presiding" over the lesser high councils. For example, cases tried in the high councils of outlying stakes were regularly appealed to the presiding high council. The president of this high council was the President of the Church, who at all relevant times was Smith.

Originally, the standing high council, under the direction of the First Presidency, was in a de facto supervisory role over the Quorum of the Twelve Apostles, which was a traveling high council with jurisdiction only outside of Zion or its stakes. For example, in 1838, when vacancies arose in the traveling high council, it was the standing high council at Far West, Missouri, that voted on and filled the vacancies. Later, as the traveling high council evolved and began to be known as the Quorum of the Twelve Apostles, it acquired equal status with the standing high council. When the standing high council was dissolved after church members were expelled from Missouri, the high council was organized at the new church headquarters in Nauvoo, Illinois. It continued to function as the presiding high council of the church, overseeing appeals from high councils in outlying stakes.

Post-exodus to Utah, the standing high council was established in a limited capacity as part of the central Salt Lake Stake, but it only served as a ratifying body for priesthood quorums 

in other stakes. An LDS Church Sunday School manual from 1980 states: “The Salt Lake Stake functioned more or less as a center stake that gave direction and guidance and had jurisdiction over other stakes.”
“In 1877, the First Presidency, with Brigham Young as President, sent out a letter to the church for the purpose of "setting in order the quorums of priesthood"; regarding the situation of the Salt Lake Stake having a "center place" supervisory role, the letter stated that “under the direction of the First Presidency and the Twelve Apostles the presidency of the various Stakes will have the general supervision of all matters pertaining to the church within the limits of their Stakes." With that, any remaining vestiges of a standing presiding high council within the LDS Church disappeared.” END

Comments: The Salt Lake Stake should never have had presiding authority over other stakes. This was an inadequate provision of the Standing High Council that was formerly in operation and intended by the revelations in the Doctrine and Covenants. It is understandable why Brigham Young finished the role of the Salt Lake Stake but unfortunate that he did not restore the Standing High Council of the Church presided over by the First Presidency. 

“This body consisted of twelve men and were under the direction of the First Presidency. This high council took on the role of chief judicial and legislative body of the church…...” END
The Need for this Council Today

At present the church does not operate the “High Council of the Seat of the First Presidency of the Church”.
From experience doctrinal or policy questions that are submitted through priesthood channels or directly by correspondence are simply not answered. This can result in frustration for members of the Church who feel they are justified in making a point of reference to a principle or doctrine that appears to be in error.

With an additional 12 high priests in a council considering these problems there would be sufficient manpower for members of the church to receive answers to their queries. Case studies could then be compiled and when a situation or doctrinal dispute was repeated then the answer would be forthcoming without the need for additional decisions. A library of answers to questions would soon be built and made available for members to study similar to the books “Answers to Gospel Questions” by Elder Joseph Fielding Smith. These could be made available in a section as part of the official church web site. Members would then not be looking to other web sites such for answers to their questions. 
Using the “High Council of the Seat of the First Presidency of the Church” would do more to purify the doctrine of the church than any other single factor. 

Three Types of High Council Identified in the
 Doctrine and Covenants.

First: The Travelling High Council which consists of the Twelve Apostles: 
D&C 107:33: “The Twelve are a travelling Presiding High Council, to officiate in the name of the Lord, under the direction of the Presidency of the church…to build up the church and regulate all the affairs of the same in all nations… “ see also D&C 102:30; 107:23, 38; 124:127-128, 

Second: The Standing High Councils at the Stakes of the church: 
D&C 107:36: “The standing High Councils, at the Stakes of Zion, form a quorum...........” 
Third: The High Council of the Seat of the First Presidency of the Church 
D&C 102:26-27; (See also D&C 107:78-80; D&C 102:1-3; D&C 102:9-11) Also referred to as the ‘Council of the Church’, or the ‘Standing Council of the Church’
The First Presidency Preside over this Council  

This High Council of the Seat of the First Presidency is always to be presided over by a member of the Presidency of the High Priesthood which is the Quorum of the First Presidency: 

D&C 102:9-11: “The President of the church, who is also the President of the Council, is appointed by revelation, and acknowledged in his administration by the voice of the church. And it is according to the dignity of his office that he should preside over the Council of the Church; and it is his privilege to be assisted by two other Presidents, appointed after the same manner that he himself was appointed. And in case of the absence of one or both of those who are appointed to assist him, he has power to preside over the council without an assistant; and in case he himself is absent, the other presidents have power to preside in his stead, both or either of them.” 
All members of the church are subject to the final authority of this council: 

D&C 107:81: “There is not any person belonging to the church who is exempt from this Council of the Church.”

Through this process the Lord has established a system of checks and balances so that all are subject to His justice and mercy from the least to the greatest based on the Law of Common Consent. (See D&C 28:13). It is important to seek clarification of doctrine and practice where there appears to be differences to the revealed word of God in the scriptures. 
A Commandment

The Lord has given a commandment as to how questions on doctrine or church policy should be resolved that cannot be answered by the local leadership in the ward or stake: 
D&C 107:77-80: “Agreeable to the commandment which says: ‘And again I say unto you the most important business of the church, and the most difficult cases of the church, inasmuch as there is not satisfaction upon the decision of the bishop or judges, it shall be handed over and carried up unto the Council of the Church, before the Presidency of the High Priesthood. And the Presidency of the Council of the High Priesthood shall have power to call other high priests, even twelve, to assist as counsellors; and thus, the Presidency of the High Priesthood and its counsellors shall have power to decide upon testimony according to the laws of the church. And after this decision it shall be had in remembrance no more before the Lord; for this is the highest Council of the Church of God, and a final decision upon controversies in spiritual matters.”
By following the Lord’s plan in the Doctrine and Covenants justice and equity is provided for all who are seeking clarification 

Should the Quorum of the Twelve Apostles act as the High Council of the Seat of the First Presidency?

To those who state that the that it was the intention of the Lord that the Quorum of the Twelve Apostles is to be the appointed body that should act as the High council of the Seat of the First Presidency as outlined in D&C 107:78-80 consider the following: 

The scriptures state that the twelve appointed High Priests were “to assist as counselors and thus the Presidency of the Church and its counselors shall have power to decide upon testimony according to the Laws of the Church.” D&C 107:79

When this revelation was given by the Lord it was the obvious intention that these twelve appointed High Priests would need to be readily available to assist the First Presidency in these important functions in Church administration.

The Twelve Apostles in contrast however were appointed to travel extensively and therefore be away from home for much of the time. In fact in the original blessing given to the Twelve Apostles by Oliver Cowdery not long after they were appointed and ordained in Feb 1835 he stated: “You must prepare your minds to bid a long farewell to Kirtland even till the great day come”. How could the 12 Apostles therefore be available and have the time to function in a judicial role and as council to the First Presidency. All members of the Twelve would need to be available for such a function (see D&C 102:6-7) 
The Twelve Apostles were appointed to be “The Twelve Traveling councillors who are called to be the Twelve Apostles or special witnesses of the name of Christ in all the world-thus differing from other offices in the church in the duties of their calling” (107:23) 
This would of necessity involve a lot of travel as they are assigned “to build up the church and regulate all the affairs of the same in all nations” (D&C 107:33)

Not once in the directions given to the Twelve Apostles in the Doctrine and Covenants is the function of sitting in council with the First Presidency mentioned. On the contrary The Twelve Apostles were assigned to be a separate quorum to “officiate in the name of the Lord under the direction of the Presidency of the church” and to receive counsel from the First Presidency in their travelling assignments. 

In the minutes of the High Council meeting of the Seat of the First Presidency at Kirtland on the 4th August 1835 there is even the example of this council withdrawing fellowship from two members of the Twelve. (See History of the Church volume 2 pages 239-242).

The Twelve were organized as a permanent body of brethren because of their quorum status (D&C 107:24) whereas the twelve high priests who were appointed to assist the Presidency as a High Council could be changed as circumstances required. (D&C 102:8)

That fact that other High Priests could hold such responsible positions to work alongside the First Presidency as a High Council in making such important and difficult decisions is given credence in the following scripture:

“Whereas other offices of the church, who belong not unto the Twelve, neither to the 

Seventy are not under the responsibility to travel…. notwithstanding they may hold as high and responsible offices in the church.” D&C 107:98 

The High Council of the Seat First Presidency was originally appointed to be a separate High Council and as such to be a very important body in the administration of the Church. Due to the turmoil of the times and the frequent absence of the First Presidency, the High Council of the Seat of the First Presidency only functioned properly in Kirtland for a small period of time. Nevertheless, the necessary revelations for its establishment were received and this would give direction to the Church for future needs as the Kingdom of God developed and expanded. This was typical of many of the revelations received by the Prophet Joseph as for example those connected with Zion. (See D&C 58:5-7) 

The reason I am so interested in the topic of this High Council of the Seat of the First Presidency is because of experiences I have observed. Members asking sincere questions on policy or doctrine have had these rejected without any attempt of an answer from the highest echelons of church leadership. Any such questions which cannot be answered at the ward or stake level and submitted through the proper priesthood channels are usually returned back to local leadership for handling without an answer.
Obviously the First Presidency are just too busy to be concerned with questions on policy and doctrine especially when research is required to render an answer. This is where the Standing High Council attached to the First Presidency would come into operation by doing all the necessary preparation and research before matters are discussed with the Presidency in the High Council.
A Willingness to Listen and Reason
A request for clarification and enlightenment to priesthood leaders should not be met with a lack of reasoning or explanation. It is important that leaders keep the channels of communication open.  Even the Lord Himself is willing to reason with mere mortals: 
D&C 50: 9-12: “And now come, saith the Lord by the Spirit, unto the elders of his church, and let us reason together that ye may understand. Let us reason even as a man reasoneth one with another face to face. Now when a man reasoneth he is understood of man, because he reasoneth as a man; even so will I the Lord, reason with you that you may understand. Wherefore, I the Lord ask you this question…”
D&C 45:10, 15: “Wherefore, come ye unto it, and with him that cometh I will reason as with men in days of old, and I will show unto you my strong reasoning…..Wherefore, hearken and I will reason with you, and I will speak unto you and prophesy, as unto men in days of old.” 

D&C 61:13: “And now, behold, for your good I gave unto you a commandment concerning these things; and I, the Lord, will reason with you as with men in days of old.” 
Leaders, who will not listen, discuss, explain or clarify, are not justified before the Lord. Seeking clarification concerning doctrine and asking for explanations is not fault finding. Leaders are under obligation to give answers to questions that cannot be handled locally. Helping others to develop an understanding and giving explanations is part of a leader’s responsibility.  

The Importance in having Error in Doctrine Corrected

The importance in having error in doctrine corrected is mentioned by the following leaders:

President Ezra T. Benson: 
“We do not wish incorrect and unsound doctrines to be handed down to posterity under the sanction of great names, to be received and valued by future generations as authentic and reliable…. the interests of posterity are, to a certain extent in our hands. Errors in history and in doctrine if left uncorrected by us who are conversant with the events, and who are in a position to judge the truth or falsity of the doctrines, would go to our children as though we had sanctioned and endorsed them.” Messages of First presidency page 232. Brigham Young, Heber C. Kimball, Daniel Wells. Quoted by Ezra T. Benson in Church news 27 Jan 1985 and who said “The Twelve take seriously the following pronouncement made by a previous First Presidency”

President Dieter F. Uchtdorf has also stated: “Small errors and minor drifts away from the doctrine of the gospel of Jesus Christ can bring sorrowful consequences into our lives. It is therefore of critical importance that we become self-disciplined enough to make early and decisive corrections to get back on the right track and not wait or hope that errors will somehow correct themselves.....The longer we delay corrective action, the larger the needed changes become, and the longer it takes to get back on the correct course—even to the point where a disaster might be looming.” April 2008 General Conference

Elder Spencer W. Kimball stated: “And so we admonish the leaders in stakes, wards, and missions to be vigilant to see that no incorrect doctrines are promulgated in their classes or congregations” Conference Report Apr 1948 page 110. 

Truth in doctrine and correctness in principle is of Jesus Christ. Error in doctrine and incorrect principle is of the Devil. To remain the pure in heart the saints need pure doctrine untainted by the falsehoods of Satan. The Doctrine and Covenants explains why it is important to have error in doctrine corrected in the following scriptures: 

D&C 93:25: “And whatsoever is more or less than this (the truth) is the spirit of that wicked one who was a liar from the beginning.” 
D&C 78:10: “Otherwise Satan seeketh to turn their hearts away from the truth that they become blinded and understand not the things, which are prepared for them.” 
D&C 50:2-3: “Behold, verily I say unto you, that there are many spirits which are false spirits, which have gone forth in the earth, deceiving the world. And also Satan hath sought to deceive you, that he might overthrow you” (Note example of Hiram Page D&C 28:11-13)
D&C 50:23: “And that which doth not edify is not of God, and is darkness…” 
D&C 50:25: “… You may know the truth, that you may chase darkness from among you” 
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