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changes in the book of moses

and their implications upon
a concept of revelation

JAMES R HARRIS

changes have been made in the wording of every book that
is included among the standard works of the church but mis-
understandings regarding the nature origin and method of
change have disturbed some members of the church in every
generation since the days of the prophet joseph smith respon-
sible and valid explanations have been given for such changes
but it seems that they must be given afresh to each generation
and expanded to include the additional information made
available by more recent research unfortunately there has also
been some clouding of the issue by those who have flatly denied
that there have been changes or those who have not made it
clear as to what they mean by no changes

this article will join the procession of articles dealing with
the problem of scriptural change and its impact upon LIDSLDS
theology there will be concern to explain the nature of the
material undergoing change the historical situations in which
these changes occurred and the impact of these facts upon a
concept of revelation As it is in the book of moses that the
most important changes have occurred an explanation of how
and why these changes were made in this text should satisfy
the reader

REVISING andrestoringAND RESTORING THE scriptures
upon receiving the call to revise and restore the scriptures

in june 1830 joseph smith began a project that was to occupy
much of his time study and prayerful thought during many
years to come an inspired revision of the bible and this
inspired revision and restoration of the bible was both a re-
vision of what was in the current bible and a restoration of
material that through the years had been deleted the book

dr harris assistant professor of graduate studies in religion at brigham
young university has published in the improvement efaerali a and BYU studies
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362 BRIGHAM YOUNG university STUDIES

of moses is an extract from that revision in the eight chapters
of our book of moses we have large sections that are complete
restorations of material previously lost the so called extract
from the prophecy of enoch contains the largest restoration
of material in the book of moses just preceding his journal
record of this revelation the prophet made the following
comments

it may be well to observe here that the lord greatly
encouraged and strengthened the faith of his little flock
which had embraced the fulnessfalness of the everlasting gospel as
revealed to them in the book of mormon by giving some
more extended information upon the scriptures a translation
of which had already commenced much conjecture and con-
versation frequently occurred among the saints concerning the
books mentioned and referred to in various places in the
old and new testaments which were now nowhere to be
found the common remark was they are lost books but
it seems the apostolic church has some of these writings as

jude mentions or quotes the prophecy of enoch the seventh
from adam to the joy of the little flock which in all from
Colesville to canadaiguacanaclaigua new york numbered about seventy
members did the lord reveal the following doings of olden
times from the prophecy of enoch 1

the prophecy of enoch though known to the apostolic
church was lost to modern christendom until it was restored
at least in part in december of 1830 the prophecy provided
information that would enable the church to build up zion
after the pattern of the zion of enoch also we have no dif-
ficulty in identifying the extract as a part of the extended
information upon the scriptures a translation of which had
already commenced

THE QUALITY OF THE MATERIAL IN MOSES

since the book of moses is a part of the inspired revision
of the bible 2 the same qualifications and limitations that apply
also there would be portions of the text that were only modest
to the inspired revision would in some respects also apply to
the book of moses the sentiments of president joseph F

joseph smith history of the church of jesus christ of latter day saints
ed B H roberts salt lake city deseret book co 1946 vol 1 ppap 132-
133 commonly called documentary history of the church hereafter referred
to as DHCDHCJ

2thetheathe term inspired revision is used to emphasize that this revision was
not based upon biblical and linguistic scholarship but upon authorization and
inspiration of god
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BOOK OF MOSES CHANGES 363

smith sidney sperry M V van wagoner and othersothers were
summarized by calvin bartholomew as follows

the church of jesus christ of latter day saints accepts
changes which the prophet made in the bible as improve-
ments over the authorized version but it maintains that the
prophet did not completely correct the entire bible 3

this statement indicates that there are materials in the
revision that remain unchanged from the king james version
ly changed when momorere extensive changes may have been in
order and there would be areas of the text where a complete
revision was accomplished or where there was an extensive
restoration of material althoughthealthough the book of moses is com-
parativelyparat ively small it is relatively easy to identify all three kinds
of materials in it for example chapter 1 of the book of moses
can be regarded as an extensive restoration of material that can
be accepted without qualification chapters 2 and 3 contain
very modest corrections and it is obvious that a more extensive
change should have been made A comparison of moses 2 with
abraham 4 and the masoretic hebrew text of genesis will
help justify and illustrate this point
abraham 42 reads moses 22 reads the hebrew reads

and the earth and the earth was antinnti fahlflhlafter it was formed zu ithoneithontwithout form and trill inn
was empty and deso void
late because they had rendered and the
not formed anything earth it was empty
but the earth and desolate

the earth after it was formed was empty consequently
it was void of life but it certainly was not without form an-
other verse in chapter 2 further illustrates the point

abraham 46 moses 26 hebrew text
and the gods and again 1I ndti1 11mstabtwbtt

also said let there god said let there vdevd1onieniP 1
ha h1

be an expanse in be a firmament in did17D lkl k n allriltitfllilliiiillthe midst of the the midst of the
waters water rendered and god

said let there be
an expansion inin the
midst of the wa-
ters

calvin bartholomew A comparison of the authorized version and the
inspired revision of genesis unpublished master s thesis brigham young
university 1949 p 158
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364 BRIGHAM YOUNG university STUDIES

quotes from two standard sources suggest the origin of
the word firmament inin the creation story from websters new
international dictionary comes the following

the word came into english as a translation of the latin
word firmamentumFirmamentum of the vulgate meaning lit A support
prop strengthening

the earth was regarded by the ancient hebrews as a
flat surface bounded upon all sides by the watery deep
above the heavens formed a hollow vault this vault was
thought to be solid and was spoken of as a firmament 4

J R dummelowDummelow wrote

the firmament the sky heavens the word means
something solid or beaten out like a sheet of metal the
ancients supposed that the sky was a solid vaulted dome
stretched over the earth its ends rested on the mountains
and the heavenly bodies fastened to its innerinner surface 5

an appropriate correction of the above justified by the
restoration of knowledge possessed by the ancient prophets
would lead us to qualify these quotations with the statement
that it was not the ancient prophets who held such viewsviews but
the ancient apostates down to and including saint jerome who
translated the hebrew appp7 1 jl rahiyaraqiyaraqiya firmamentumfirmamentum

president joseph fielding smith expressed the same senti-
ment inin the following statement

firmament As used in the scriptures firmament means
expanse iei e it has come to mean this through usage the
firmament of heaven isis the expanse of heaven it refers de
pending upon the context to either the atmospheric or the
sidereal heavens gen 1 moses 2 abra 4 it isis not true
as has been falsely supposed that the ancient prophets be-
lieved that the firmament was a solid arch between the lower
and upper waters in which the stars were set as so many
stones in gold or silver such was rather the apostate viewview of
the apostate church inin the dark ages 6

A firmament then isis a solid dome an expanse isis simply
a space these two things are obviously not the same the one

4 webstersebstefsedsebs serftefssems new international dictionaryDictiondictionaiai springfield massachusetts G
and C merrianmernan company 1928 p 820

rev J R DurnDumduindurnmelowdummelowmelow A commentaryComment ai on the holyhoihol bible nevne york
the macmillan company 1925 p 4

bruce R mcconkie mormonmormanmotman doctrine salt lake city bookcraft 1958
ppap 260261260 261
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BOOK OF MOSES CHANGES 365

idea reflects an apostate theology the other the true condition
of the waters in the sidereal heavens thus we see that moses 2

is one place that additional changes should have been made
therefore it may be said of moses 2 that we believe it as far
as it has been translated correctly

the preceding comparison of texts may help theibe reader
appreciate why the prophet desired to make another revision
of his revision of the bible it is by no means improbable that
joseph s translation of the book of abraham done between
183518421835 1842 may have given him additional understanding which
indicated the need to make additional changes in the text of
moses the prophet s studies of the hebrew language may also
have encouraged and confirmed the need for change as the
above comparison would suggest

HOW MANY REVISIONS OF THE MATERIALS
IN THE BOOK OF MOSES WERE MADE

A comparison of some of the pre 1867 publications of the
book of moses with post 1867 publications reveals rather
extensive change and expansion of the text see figure 1I ppap
366367366 367 jerald and sandra tanner salt lake city claim that
the fact that there were extensive changes casts suspicion on the
text of moses they have published the 1851 edition of the book
of moses representing it as the basic text containing changes
made by joseph smith and have interpolated changes observed
in the 1878 edition they imply that these changes were made by
orson pratt or someone else since the changes were pub-
lished long after the death of joseph smith 7 however the
tanners successfully ignore the fact that pratt s publication
was based on a more complete revision of the book of moses
made by the prophet during his lifetime

the existence of manuscripts representing different stages
of completion of the revision of the scriptures was suggested by
this writer ten years ago 8 this conclusion was based upon a
textual comparison of published material which in general
exhibited a progressive refinement and clarification of the

jerald and sandra tanner introduction changes in the pearipearlpesll of greargreat
price salt lake city microfilm corp nd ppap 676 7

8jamesjamesajames R harris A study of the changes in the contents of the book
of moses from the earliest available sources to the current edition unpub-
lished master s thesis brigham young university 1958
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text the same conclusion can now be further justified by
additional information on the manuscripts during the author s

earlier research in this area he constructed a chart showing
possible relationships between the then theoretical manuscripts
and the various published materials 9 with very slight modifica-
tions in the original chart the ideas represented seem to be
remarkably consistent with our new knowledge on the subject 10

frequent reference to the revised chart should be helpful as
the reader continues through the remainder of this article see
figure 11II ppap 370371370 371 1

THE LEAST COMPLETE REVISION

old testament manuscript 1 was the earliest and
least complete manuscript of the revision it was described by
richard P howard historian for the reorganized church as
follows

old testament manuscript no 1 fragment 15215f3 pages
comprising section 22 doctrine and covenants and genesis
chapters 1 through 7 handwriting john whitmer very
fragile and deteriorated will not photograph adequately
the text is written out inin full this manuscript was not
available in the production of the first edition of the in-
spired version inin 1867 it came to the church in 1903
through the whitmer heirs 11

it is possible that quotations from this manuscript were
published in the 1835 edition of the lectures on faith the
rendering of these verses from genesis seems to be less polished
and somewhat less complete than any of the journal publica-
tions see figure 1I ppap 366367366 367 this manuscript or a copy of
it was taken from new york to ohio by john whitmer and as

indicated above became the property of the whitmer heirs 12

the major difference between these early texts and the post
1851 journal texts is that the early texts used the third person
pronoun which was later changed to the first person reed C

durham regarded this change as evidence that the reorganized
church had tampered with the original manuscript he came
to this conclusion after making a comparison between the

ibid ppap 247248247 248
see illustration figuref1gurev V p 24
richard P howard question time the saints herald vol 113

may 1 1966 p 2277
12james R clarkdarkoark the story of the pearl of greargreat price salt lake city

bookcraft 1955 p 17
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lectures version and the 1867 reorganized church publica-
tion 13 obviously he did not consult the 1851 millennial star
publication of the same material edited by franklin D rich-
ards which also portrays the creation story in the first person
with these facts in mind can we charge the reorganized
church with originating these changes or were the changes
additional evidence of the existence of an earlier less complete
revision manuscript such as old testament manuscript 1

THE MORE COMPLETE REVISIONBEVISIONT

in that portion of the text now identified as moses 51451 4
old testament manuscript I11 omits verses 2 and 3 complete-
ly these verses seem to have first been included in old testa-
ment manuscript 2 at any rate they are part of the text in
the 1851 millennial star printing see figure 1I ppap 366367366 367
howard described old testament manuscript 2 as follows

old testament manuscript no 2 fragment 61 pages
comprising section 22 and genesis chapter 1 2442a hand-
writing john whitmer oliver cowdery emma smith sid-
ney rigdon this represents a revisionrevision of the text of old
testament manuscript no 1 plus new material extending to
chapter 2442a of genesis three dates are inscribed in this
manuscript

a page 10 line 6 october 21 1830
b page 10 line 24 november 30 1830
c page 61 end of text april 5thath 1831 transcribed thus

far

this manuscript also written out in full is in very fragile
condition several pages will not photograph 14 italics mine

this manuscript was simply described as a more complete
revision and extension of the text of genesis As such it is the
most probable source manuscript for the following publica-
tions prior to the 1867 inspired revision publication by the
reorganized church

evening and morning star 1833 independence mo
W W phelps ed

evening and morning star 1835 kirtland ohio
oliver cowdery ed

reed C durham A history of joseph smith s revision of the bible
unpublished phd dissertation brigham young university 1965 ppap 199200199 200

howard question time p 27
9
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times and seasons 1843 nauvoo 111

john taylor ed
millennial star 1851 liverpool eng

F D richards ed
first edition pearl of great price 1851 liverpool eng

F D richards ed

these publications of the book of moses material show a great
affinity supporting the claim that they had a common origin 15

THE MOST COMPLETE REVISION

old testament manuscript d3da 3 was the most comcompletepierePleie
revision of the material in moses and was indirectly the
principal source not the exclusive source for the material
found in the 1878 edition of the book of moses A description
of this manuscript follows

old testament manuscript no 3 comprises three folios
or sections of paper and totals 119 pages inin all the last 23
being unnumbered

a folio 148 pages number 1481 48 comprising section 22
reorganitereorganize edition of the dacd&c and chapters 119262192621 of

genesis written out completely
b folio 248 pages numbered 499649 96 comprising genesis
1926b through psalm 150

pages 49549 59a5 aa9a are word for word transcriptions full
biblical text being genesis 192619 26 b 2473 end of chapter
24

pages 59 b96 comprise notations only indicating those
verses of the king james version revised by joseph smith jr
c folio 323 pages unnumbered comprising proverbs
malachi brief concise notations indicating points of re-
vision

handwriting of old testament manuscript no 3 is largely
that of sidney rigdon although several other handwritings
not fully identified appear this manuscript a further re-
vision of old testament manuscripts no I11 and no 2 plus
added material beyond genesis 24 42a is itself inin many
places revised a fact indicated by marginal interpolations
inin different colors of ink interpolations too extensive for
recording in the manuscript were written out on separate
scraps of paper and pinned to the manuscript date on page
119 finished on the 2ndand day of july 1833 16 italics
mine

harris A study of changes ppap 020452045 20420 i

howard question time p 27
12
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BOOK OF MOSES CHANGES 373

though durham emphatically declares that all of the original
manuscript is in his sidney rigdon s handwriting any earlier
scribal work or preliminary revising was redone by sidney
rigdon 17 or that sidney rigdon was the major scribe be-
cause the manuscript completed on 2 july 1833 is entirely
in his handwriting 18 deeper investigation shows that there
were several other handwritings not fully identified on
the manuscript 10

THE BERNHISEL manuscript
there now rests in the church historian s office a copy of

old testament manuscript 3 by the hand of dr john M
bernhisel there is also a church historian s copy of that
manuscript though the reorganitereorganize group questioned its
existence and durham disparaged its value the bernhisel
manuscript is a very significant copy of the book of moses
materials as will be shown since the published inspired re-
vision of the bible by the reorganitereorganize church is an engrossment
based on old testament manuscript 3 but not exclusively
on 3 and since the engrossmentsengrossments were corrected to harmonize
as much as possible with old testament manuscript 2 one
would not expect the published revision to read exactly as the

220 howard stated that the faulconerbernhisel Manumanuscriptscrip t but
forscutt engrossmentsengrossments were based upon old testament manu-
script 3 221 the published revision therefore should show
considerable unity of thought if not word with the bern-
hisel manuscript A comparison was made of the first chapter
of the book of moses in the 1867 and 1878 editions with the
bernhisel manuscript and of the bernhisel with other published
versions with the following results

1 there were 14 points of agreement between the
1867 and 1878 editions and the bernhisel manuscript repre-
senting changes from earlier publications

2 there were 17 points upon which the bernhisel
manuscript was unique inin wording only two of the 17
points represent uniqueness inin thought

3 there were 3 points upon which the bernhisel manu

durham A history of joseph smith s revision of the bible p 40
ibid p 43
HohowardhowarjhowarihobariHowawardwarirJ Quequestiontion time p 27
21ibidibid
ibid
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374 BRIGHAM YOUNG university STUDIES

script disagreed with the 1878 and 1867 editions but agreed
with earlier renditions

4 there were only 3 points of agreement between the
times &seasons publication and the bernhisel manuscript
that were unique to these two renditions

this preliminary analysis of the texts would indicate that the
bernhisel manuscript has a greater affinity to the old testa-
ment manuscript 3 than to any earlier manuscripts and that
there is no indication of any significant disunity in thought be-
tween these two renditions this unity inin thought may be the
basis upon which president joseph fielding smith assured the
author that the bernhisel manuscript was essentially the same
as the inspired revision rendition of the moses material 22 it
is not suggested that there are no differences in thought be-
tween these versions but that the differences are very rare
exceptions to the rule it is this writer s opinion that durham
has made too much of these exceptions

DID ORSON PRATT USE THE BERNHISEL
manuscript IN PREPARING THE TEXT

OF THE 1878 BOOK OF MOSES

it is possible that orsonprattolsonprattorson pratt had enough confidence in the
reorganitereorganize publication of the inspired revision that he accepted
that rendition without making any effort to check it against
the primary sources available to him however in view of the
suspicion cast upon the reorganitereorganize text by president brigham
young whose viewsviews were clearly communicated to orson
pratt it would seem unlikely that orson pratt would publish
the book of moses without taking every possible precaution
to check the text with primary sources that were available to
him in salt lake city 23 possession of the bernhisel manuscript
by brigham young or even more so by john taylor between
187618781876 1878 would not have rendered it inaccessible to elder
pratt durham identified john taylor as one who was greatly
influenced by the inspired revision 24 his leadership in 1877

22personal conversation in 1958 also joseph fielding smith teachings
of the prophet joseph smith salt lake city deseret news press 19581938 p 10

the minutes of the school of the prophets indicate that president brigham
young regarded the revision spurious and that he brought elder pratt to
some level of agreement with his position minutes journal history satur-
day june 6 13 20 1868

2durhamdurhamddurham A history of joseph smith s revision of the bible p 265
14
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BOOK OF MOSES CHANGES 375

may have encouraged pratt to revise the book of moses and to
use the inspired revision publication checking its accuracy
with the bernhisel manuscript

elder pratt s text is almost identical to that of the published
inspired revision but one significant variation suggests that
pratt hadhaa independent access to a primary manuscript moses
119 of all texts previous to pratt s 1878 edition including the
1867 inspired revision read satan cried with a loud voice
and went upon the earth and commanded saying I1 am the
only begotten worship me but pratt s 1878 reading shows
a bold change satan cried with a loud voice and rent upon
the earth such a bold independent move by orson pratt
unique in his edition would suggest that there must have been
an authoritative source used other than the published inspired
revision it is significant to note that our present text utilizes
pratt s change

WHY DID ORSON PRATT CHANGE THIS READING

A careful examination of the bernhisel manuscript version
of moses 119 reveals a very significant point missed by
durham in his study of this material the bernhisel manuscript
reads wrentwent upon the earth see figure III111 p 376 this
point of agreement between the bernhisel manuscript and
pratt s 1878 edition represents a departure from the inspired
revision rendition and is a strong indication that pratt used
the bernhisel or possibly some other unknown manuscript of
equal authority in the absence of any knowledge of such a
manumanuscriptscript the bernhisel should stand out as the most probable
source for this change

an important confirmation of this reading in the bernhisel
manuscript can be seen in the church historian s copy of the
bernhisel manuscript written in a beautifully clear hand-
writing there can be no mistaking the word wrent

the superiority of the rent or wrent rendition over
the went rendition is made clear by a careful reading of the
text after stating that satan went upon the earth the text
indicates that he didndian t go anywhere but remained in the
presence of moses and declared 1 I am the only begotten
worship me in other words the went rendition seems to
be a contradiction in thought on the other hand the state

15
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ment that satan rent upon the earth ie made a concerted
effort to impress moses with his power is consistent with the
description of what follows satan having demonstrated his
power by creating a fissure in the earth thus inferred that his
power is an evidence of his divinity and he declared 1I am the
only begotten worship me it is also apparent that satan
was almost successful because moses began to tremble

consequently there is reason to believe that durham may
have been a little premature in stating that orson pratt diddiadik
not use the bernhisel manuscript as a source for the 1878
edition of the book of moses certainly this issue is still un-
settled 23

it may be said with certainty that orson prattprate was not the
author of any of the changes in the 1878 edition of the book
of moses he was the means of providing a more extensive
rendition for the church but the source for the changes he
published seems to have been the prophet joseph smith s old
testament manuscript 3 via the published inspired revision
of 1867 and the bernhisel manuscript or some other primary
manuscript of equal authority like the church historian s copy
of the bernhisel

THE TALMAGE EDITION OR THE CURRENT
RENDITION OF MOSES

there was no indication from a limited textual analysis com-
paring the bernhisel manuscript rendition with moses 1 in the
1902 talmage edition that talmage used the bernhisel manu-
script 226 at several points in the textual comparison the talmage
edition shows a preference for the earlier times and seasons

1843 or liverpool 1851 renditions there are no points
that indicate he followed the bernhisel manuscript rendition
there were only three points at which independent word
changes occur and only two of those could possibly be con-
strued as representing a thought change and even in these
cases it would be debatable whether they are genuine thought
changes it would seem however that james E talmage dis-
played more independent action with the text than did orson
pratt who took no independent action whatsoever this is not
difficult to understand when one considers that orson pratt

15 ibid ppap 171176171 176
leidleif261211fidibidbid ppap 787 8
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had not been officially called as far as we know to prepare
the text of the book of moses for publication in 1878 it was
not a standard work at the time he published it and its stature
among the saints seemed to have been somewhat below the
appeal of eliza R snow s poems 2721

talmage on the other hand had been called by the first
presidency of the church and given the following instructions

elder james E talmage called at the presidents office
and had a talk with the presidency regarding the edition of
the pearl of great price which he is to publish with foot-
note references president cannon suggested that it would be
perfectly proper to make references to chapters and verses
but nothing should be done in the way of footnotes in this
edition in the way of explaining the meaning of any passages
as this light might lead to difficulty 89

the authority of the commission could have givdivgivenen elder tal-
mage a little more freedom than brother pratt was willing to
assume

THE implications OF THESE CHANGES
UPON A CONCEPT OF revelation

many latter day saints have accepted the scriptures of
the standard works in their present form without giving much
thought to the process by which they were revealed it would
be presumptuous on the part of man to attempt to limit the
scope and variety of god s power to communicate with him
god can communicate any way that man can communicate and
he is not limited to the relatively feeble instruments of com-
municationmunication utilized by man at this moment the writer is trying
to communicate ideas or concepts if he choseschases his words wisely
and carefully places those words in logical patterns someone
may arrive at the same concepts that the writer intended to
convey however such a result cannot be guaranteed the
words selected by the writer are not the concept but are symbols
by which he is trying to communicate that concept obviously

2 sister snow s poems received front page publicity but prattprattss revision
was advertised without heading on the bottom of page 3 of the deseret news
june 24 1878 p 3 see also james R harris A study of the changes ppap
221223221 223

2journaljournal history of the church of jesus christ of latter day saints
february 2 1900 p 1

18
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there is a tremendous risk in the process of transmitting con-
cepts through word symbols consequentially god does not as
a general rule use this indirect method of communication
preferably he communicates concepts directly to the souls of
men when this method is used there is no possibility of mis-
understanding or misinterpretation if the divine communica-
tion is to be transmitted to others the prophet must represent
the concepts given him in the thought symbols at his com-
mand the concepts are divine but the language is still human

orson pratt had much to say on this subject

the book of mormon tells us that the angels speak by the
power of the holy ghost and man when under the influ-
ence of it speaks the language of angels why does he speak
in this language because the holy ghost suggests the idea
which he speaks and it gives him utterance to convey them
to the people suppose the holy ghost should suggest to
the mind of an individual a vast multitude of truths I1 mean
when in the spiritual state and he wishes to convey that intel-
ligence and knowledge to his fellow spirit suppose instead of
having arbitrary sounds such as we have here to communicate
these ideas that the holy ghost itself through a certain pro-
cess and power should enable him to unfold that knowledge
to another spirit all in an instant without this long tedious
process of artificial and arbitrary sounds and written
words how does god perceive the thoughts of our
hearts Is there not here a language by which he can dis-
cover and discern the thoughts and intents of the heart
are we not told in many of the revelations how that god can
perceive the thoughts of man and that for every idle
thought we are to be brought into judgment yes he dis-
cerns the thoughts and intentions of the hearts of the children
of men supposing we had some of that power resting upon
us would not that be a different kind of a language from
sound or from a written language it would if spirits
could commune with spirits and one higher intelligence com-
mune with another by the some principle through which god
sees the thoughts and intents of the heart it would be nothing
more than what has already existed here in this world ac-
cording to that which is revealed 29

president joseph F smith identified some basic principles of
revelation in his testimony before the senate committee on
privileges and elections in connection with the reed smoot

orson pratt language and the medium of communication in the
future state journal of discourses vol 3 ppap 101102101 102

19
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seating hearing during the course of the smoot casecase30 changes
made inin the grammatical structure of the manifesto were con-
sideredsi the dialogue went as follows

senator 1 I understand this manifesto was inspired
elder yes
senator that isis your understanding of ititait5
elder my answer was that it was inspired
senator and when it was handed to you it was an inspira-

tion as you understand it from on high was it not
elder yes
senator what business had you to change ititait5
elder we did not change the meaning
senator you have just stated you changed it
elder not the sense sirsir I1 did not say we changed the

sense
senator but you changed the phraseology
elder we simply put it inin shape for publication corrected

possibly the grammar and wrote it so that
senator you mean to say that inin an inspired communicacommunica-

tion from the almighty the grammar was bad was it
you corrected the grammar of the almighty did you31you331

some of the saints inin 1907 picked up the phrase correcting
the lord s grammar and were no doubt shaken inin their faith
B H roberts gave an explanation to these troubled souls by

identifying the human elements inin the language of the revela-
tions

in defining what I1 understand revelation to be and the
manner inin which it may be communicated I1 have already
stated that when we have a communication made directly
from the lord himself there isis no imperfection whatever inin
that revelation but when the almighty uses a man as an
instrument through whom to communicate divine wisdom
the manner in which the revelation isis imparted to men may
receivereceive a certain human coloring from the prophet through
whom it came we know this to be true because we have
the words of different prophets before us by which we may
test the matter we know for instance that the message de-
livered to israel through the prophet isaiah possessed dif

at the turn of the century 190319071903 1907 the senate committee on
privileges and elections met to determine if senator reed smoot was qualified
to be seated sincesince he belonged to a church that practiced plural marriage etc
see roberts comprehensivecompiehensnecomprehensite historyhistonhistoi of the chuichchurch deseret news press salt
lake citycit 1930 vol VI ppap 393399

Brigbrigharnbnghambanghamharn H roberts defense of the faith and the saints salt lake city
the deseret news 1907 vol 1I p 504

20
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ferent characteristics from the message delivered through
jeremiah or through ezekiel or through amos it seems
that the inspiration of the lord need not necessarily destroy
the personal characteristics of the man making the communi-
cation to his fellowmen

so in this manifesto issued by president woodruff what
if there were imperfect or ungrammatical sentences in it
what does the world care about that in the last analysis of
it the great thing in the instrument was and the great
truth that the lord made known to the soul of wilford
woodruff was that it was necessary for the preservation of
the church and the uninterrupted progress of her work
that plural marriages should be discontinued now any
expression containing that truth was all that was necessary
and so there isis nothing of weight in the phrase correcting
the grammar of the almighty we do not correct his
grammar perhaps the brethren made slight corrections inin
the grammar of wilford woodruff the grammar may be
the prophets the idea the truth is gods 32

the lord s chastisement of oliver cowdery for attempting
to translate without studying it out in the mindmind33 is well
known throughout the church this studying out process with-
in the mind of the translator involved the selection and use ofor
words to build a concept or give it a rational structure this
process is described by elder roberts as follows

but since the translation is thought out inin the mind of
the seer it must be thought out inin such thought signs as he
isis master of for man thinks and can only think coherently
in language and necessarily inin such language as he knows
if this knowledge of the language in which he thinks and
speaks is imperfect his diction and grammar will be de-
fectiveffective 34

on rare occasions god may dictate a communication or his
conversation may be recorded as remembered by the prophet
but it seems that god usually communicates in concepts unf-
ortunately the principle of revelation discussed above is best
understood when experienced but difficult to understand
without experience to insure accurate reception god com-
municatesmunicates his will directly to the souls of men by flooding their

lerf21bid ppap 517521517 521
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understandings with concepts that cannot be misunderstood if
the divine messagemessageb is to be communicated to others a prophet
must then select the words that will enable his disciples to
perceive the god given concepts

SUMMARY AND conclusions
the concepts given to a prophet were and are divine the

words with which he transmitted them are and were human
latter day saints should be able to accept new revelation as it
flows from the living prophet and to accept clarifications of
past revelation as they come through the proper channels of
authority

the program of the church is constantly changing to meet
new needs and to bring to full maturation promises and objec-
tives that were declared from the beginbeginningbeginninanina of the restoration
if the saints are to realize their destiny as a zion people they
must change and no doubt a program will continue to unfold
under the direction of the living prophets to encourage moti-
vate and command a level of performance that will release the
necessary spiritual endowments of power to enable the mem-
bers of the church to become a zion people such a program
cannot succeed unless the members sense that their primary
and continuous commitment is to the living prophets whom
god places over them

those in past generations who were disgruntled over
changes that were made in the earliest renditions of the book of
moses or in any other scripture were worshippingworshipping dead things
their ears were not inclined toward the living god who speaks
to his church through his living prophets in a generation of
change toward fulfillment whose voice will be heard

and the arm of the lord shall be revealed and the day
cometh that they who will not hear the voice of the lord
neither the voice of his servants neither give heed to the
words of the prophets and apostles shall be cut off from
among the people 3335

A tolerance for change has never been more vital the time
grows short and the necessary preparations to meet the coming
lord demand change toward fulfillment through the channels
of priesthood authority

doctrine and covenants 114
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