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The four other early sources of Section 65 are (1) Manuscript #1
(RLDS), date unknown;* (2) a copy found in the Kirtland Revelation
Book (87), recorded before August 18, 1834; (3) a version published
in the Evening and the Morning Star 1, no. 4, September 1832;
and (4) a reprint of the same in the Kirtland publication of the
Evening and the Morning Star 1, no. 4, April 1835. All these texts
are similar to the newly found McLellin document in the following
ways: They all state that the revelation was received on October 30,
1831, whereas all later sources say only “October 1831.” In verse 1,
all five use the spelling “strait.” In verse 0, all five read “That thou,
O God, may.”™

Each early document, however, has its own peculiar points of
agreement or disagreement with the McLellin text. In most sources,
verse one reads “a voice as of one,” but the McLellin document,
Manuscript#1, and Kirtland Revelation Book allread “avoice as one.”
Likewise, the word “forever” appears as two words only in those
three manuscripts.

Manuscript #1 often capitalizes nouns, such as “Earth” (vv. 1, 2,
5,and6), “Gospel” (v. 2), “Mountain” (v. 2), and “Clothed” (v. 5), but
these nouns are not capitalized in the McLellin document. Also, “and”
is signified by “&” throughout Manuscript #1, while it is spelled out
in McLellin. In Manuscript #1, “powerful” is spelled “powerfull,”
“until” is spelled “untill” (v. 2); “wonderful” is spelled “wonderfull”
(v. 4); and “honor” is spelled “honour” (v. 6). It also contains the
crossed-out word “kingdom” in the final verse.

The Kirtland Revelation Book reads “one sent down from above
on high,” where the McLellin document also has the words “on
high,” but they are written on top of the word “Heaven.” In verse 1,
only the Kirtland Revelation Book and the McLellin document read
“whose voice is unto all men,” making the revelation more empha-
tically universal; all other sources lack the “all.” In verse 2, the
Kirtland Revelation Bookreads “hewed from,” whereas McLellin and
the Evening and the Morning Star publications read “hewn from.”
Most other sources read “cut out of,” while Manuscript #1 reads
“hewnfrom cut out of.” In verse 3, the Kirtland Revelation Book is
the only other source to agree with McLellin’s “coming of the
bridegroom” and in not capitalizing “son of man” (v. 5).
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In spite of several close similarities, the Kirtland Revelation
Book also differs from McLellin in certain respects. In verses 1, 2,
and 5, respectively, the Kirtland Revelation Book says “and make his
paths,” “committed unto men,” and “set upon the earth,” while all
other sources, including McLellin, do not contain the “and,” do not
have the plural “men,” and put a space between “up” and “on.”

Finally, some aspects of the McLellin document are unique:
It alone contains the information “on the 6th Matthew 10 verse,”
and uses the spelling “Herken” (v. 1). “Sent down” (v. 1) is not found
in any of the four early sources, although it appears in Doctrine
and Covenants (1844-46, 1852-1920) and Millennial Star 5
(April 1845): 163. McLellin alone reads, “keys ... #s committed”
(v. 2); likewise, the words “which is” (v. 2) are not found in any of
the early sources, but first appear in the Manuscript History of the
Church (1841-43). In verse 2, only McLellin reads “until it haith
filled”; all other sources use the word “has,” although Manuscript #1
says “hath has”; and in verse 5, “Heaven” is not capitalized in any
source besides McLellin.

In light of the fact that all of these manuscripts have points at
which they are similar to and different from each of the other
sources, it is virtually impossible to determine which is earliest or
which was copied from which. For all students interested in textual
criticism of the Bible and other important records, this nineteenth-
century textual history of Section 65 of the Doctrine and Covenants
provides a sober reminder that textual history is an imprecise sci-
ence often dealing with minute differences that have little effect on
the meaning of the text, and that the discovery of a new manuscript
often complicates, rather than simplifies, the textual analysis of
the document.

John W. Welch is Professor of Law at Brigham Young University and Editor
of BYU Studies. Trevor Packer is a senior majoring in English at Brigham
Young University.
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NOTES

' William E. McLellin to M. H. Forscutt, October 1870, RLDS Archives,
published in Sainis’ Herald 19 (July 15, 1972): 435-37 and (August 1, 1872):472-
74, states, “In 1831, I wrote off a number of the revelations as orginally given, and
have them now” (436). The mark that appears under some of the §’s (tepresented
in the text by a subscripted comma, §) occurs often in McLellin’s journals and is
distinctive of his holographs.

*See Robert J. Matthews, “The ‘New Translation’ of the Bible, 1830-1833:
Doctrinal Development during the Kirtland Era,” BYU Studies 11 (Summer 1971):
400-422.

’See Joseph Smith, Jr., The History of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day
Saints, ed. B. H. Roberts, 2d ed., 7 vols. (Salt Lake City: Deseret Book, 1978), 1:218;
and Robert J. Matthews, “A Plainer Translation”: Joseph Smith’s Translation of
tbe Bible, A History and Commentary (Provo, Utah: Brigham Young University
Press, 1975), 31-32.

*Woodford considered this manuscript the earliest of these four. Robert ]J.
Woodford, “The Historical Development of the Doctrine and Covenants,” 3 vols.
(Ph.D. diss., Brigham Young University, 1974), 2:830.

> The information in this article about these four manuscripts is based on
Woodford, “The Historical Development of the Doctrineand Covenants,” 2:830-37.
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