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The second occurrence of this phrase was removed in the 1837
edition of the Book of Mormon, yet there are examples of this
same “overuse” in the original Hebrew-language text, but not in
the King James Bible (see, for example, Genesis 27:30).26

These examples of non-English Hebraisms provide a real
problem for Metcalfe and his colleagues. Their research program
requires them to find some nineteenth-century English-language
basis for everything in the Book of Mormon. For instance, in
order to disprove the Hebraic origin of the if-and construction,
Ed Ashment argues (pp. 361-63) that such constructions occur
in the early revelations of Joseph Smith. But in actual fact, all
except one of Ashment’s examples (p. 385) are of the form
and-if, which he misleadingly identifies as “If + And
(inverted)”:

and their testimony shall also go forth unto the
condemnation of this generation if they harden their
hearts against them (D&C 5:18)

and behold I grant unto you a gift if you desire of me to
translate even as my servant Joseph (D&C 6:25)

and misery thou shalt receive if thou wilt slight these
counsels (D&C 19:33)

Now all of these examples are perfectly acceptable as English.
Nor has there been any tendency to eliminate this and-if con-
struction from the Doctrine and Covenants, unlike the fourteen
Book of Mormon occurrences of the if-and construction, all of
which had been removed by the time the 1837 edition of the
Book of Mormon was published.

Ashment’s fourth “counterexample” (p. 385) is supposed to
be an actual if-and example:

but if he deny this he will break the covenant which he
has before covenanted with me and behold he is con-
demned (D&C 5:27)

Of course, this is not really an if-and example, for the subordi-
nate clause “if he deny this” modifies the immediately following
independent clause “he will break the covenant which he has

26 See the discussion in Skousen, “The Original Language of the
Book of Mormon,” 6-7.
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Conclusion

Ed Ashment, in his summary of what he calls “modern
apologetics” for the Book of Mormon, argues that “scouring”
the Book of Mormon text for “evidence” is insufficient and
unacceptable as a critical methodology (pp. 337-38). Indeed,
defenders of the Book of Mormon have sometimes practiced
“text scouring,” but surely Metcalfe’s own book represents the
very same practice, as exemplified by the numerous examples
discussed in this review.

Instead of looking for isolated examples, we need systematic
and holistic studies of the original text of the Book of Mormon
as well as the specific documents that underlie that text (namely,
the original and printer’s manuscripts and the first three
editions). And hardly any of this effort can be done without a
critical edition of the Book of Mormon. In this review I have
noted some of the Book of Mormon critical text issues that
Metcalfe’s book fails to consider: empirical evidence for the
principles of manuscript transmission; errors in the manuscripts;
types of textual changes; a complete analysis of manuscript cor-
rections; sources for biblical quotations in the Book of Mormon,
variation in italics in the King James Bible, textual variation in
Early Modern English Bibles (from Tyndale’s translations
through the King James Version); the reliability of statements
made by witnesses of the translation; independent evidence for
Joseph Smith’s knowledge of the Bible; the origin of the original
chapter system,; the language style of the original English text of
the Book of Mormon (including the question of non-English
Hebraisms, biblical English, and upstate New York English);
the dictation sequence and the difficulties in determining that .
sequence; spelling variation in the manuscripts; stylistic variance
in the text; and the overall discourse and narrative structure of
the text.

I began my work on the critical text over five years ago and
without any prejudgment as to what I might find. To my delight
(and frequent amazement), I have found that the original
manuscript provides firm evidence in support of what Joseph
Smith, Oliver Cowdery, and all witnesses have testified: that
Joseph Smith was not the author of the Book of Mormon, but
instead he received its English translation by revelation from the
Lord through the use of the Urim and Thummim and the seer
stone. All of the systematic studies of the Book of Mormon text
that I am aware of are consistent with this claim.
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