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New Approaches to
BOOK OF MORMON

by Dr. Hugh Nibley

PROFESSOR, HISTORY AND RELIGION, BRIGHAM YOUNG UNIVERSITY

Part  5

T
he  great argument of those who 
have steadfastly refused, in the face 
of a rising flood of evidence, to 

accept the antiquity and authenticity 
of the new Scrolls, has been that the 
language they contain is totally out 
of keeping with the language that 
should have been used by Jews of 
such an early period. Here we have 
pre-Christian Jews talking like the 
New Testament: “Echoes of New 
Testament thought and phraseology 
are clear in the Scrolls; especially 
those having apocalyptic associa-
tions ...” says J. H. Roberts.31 But 
“New Testament thought and phrase-
ology” have always been supposed at 
divinity schools to be the product of 
a gradual and rather late evolution 
of the Christian community, and have 
no business at all appearing in pre- 
Christian Jewish texts! Christian lan-
guage is familiar enough in old Jewish 
apocalypses and other texts, but 
“hitherto perplexed exegetes faced 
with such texts have usually found in 
them the interpolations of Christian 
copyists. But now . . . thanks to the 
Habakkuk Commentary (one of the 
scrolls), such excisions which could 
formerly be understood are now no 
longer to be tolerated; these ‘Christo- 
logical’ passages, taken as a whole, 
henceforth seem to be of the greatest 
worth, and to continue to reject them 
without examination as being of 
Christian origin would appear to be 
contrary to all sound method.”32 The 
author of these words notes that “it 
is now certain—and this is one of the 
most important revelations of the 
Dead Sea discoveries—that Judaism 
in the first century B.C. saw a whole 
theology of the suffering Messiah, of 
a Messiah who should be the re-
deemer of the world.” We even find
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in the scrolls clear indication of three 
persons in the Godhead.33

Years ago Hermann Gunkel pointed 
out that a full-blown gospel of re-
demption and atonement was in ex-
istence among the pre-exilic Jews, 
but this claim, so jarring to the pre-
vailing schools of theology which 
would only accept an evolutionary 
pattern of slow and gradual develop-
ment, was strenuously resisted by the 
experts.34 The discovery of the 
Scrolls has changed all that: “Now 
that the warning has been given,” 
writes Dupont-Sommer, “many pas-
sages of the Old Testament itself 
must be examined with a fresh eye. 
Everywhere there is a more or less 
explicit question of an Anointed One 
or of a prophet carried off by a vio-
lent death. . . . ”38 It is that scholar’s 
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theory that a certain Master of Jus-
tice, mentioned in the scrolls as the 
head of a sect of the Essenes in the 
first century B. C., was the original 
pre-Christian inspiration for the 
Messiah idea. Yet the numerous and 
ubiquitous references to the Messiah 
in the Old Testament as in the 
Apocrypha claim to go back not only 
to pre-Christian times, but far beyond 
the first century B. C. as well. So 
if Dupont-Sommer will not tolerate 
the business of glibly attributing 
whatever in those writings betrays a 
Christological tone to “the interpola-
tions of Christian copyists,” neither 
may he attribute the same passages 
to interpolations of men living after 
the Master of Justice. The Messianic 
theme belongs to the oldest tradi-
tions in the world.36

The bearing of this on the Book of 
Mormon should be at once apparent. 
The words of an Alma, a Nephi, or 
a Helaman are replete with “echoes 
of New Testament thought and 
phraseology,” just as the scrolls are; 
yet those prophets are all supposed 
to have lived long before Christ. The 
New Testament flavor of so much of 
the Book of Mormon has been un-
til now the strongest single argument 
against its authenticity. Men trained 
in sectarian seminaries have leaned 
back in their armchairs and pointed 
to Book of Mormon phrases that ac-
cording to them could have come only 
from a Christian—and a late Chris-
tian — environment: ergo, Joseph 
Smith had simply worked his own
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Palestine. It was in 
caves in country such as 
this that the Dead Sea 
Scrolls were discovered.

religious conceptions into the book, 
grossly ignorant as he was of the crass 
anachronisms they represented. An 
excellent example of this type of 
criticism appeared quite recently in 
the leading Jewish newspaper, Vor- 
waerts. Speaking of the Book of Mor-
mon, a critic writes:

It is full of citations from the Old and 
New Testaments. . . . The small number 
of people who have tried to read the book 
declare that it is dreadfully dull; in it are 
found quotations from Shakespeare and 
other English poets. That is one of the 
very comical things about the book. Ac-
cording to the book itself, it is written in 
the Egyptian language of some thousands of 
years ago; yet in it are cited excerpts from 
the New Testament, a much later docu-
ment, or from wholly modern poets.37

We shall deal with Shakespeare 
presently. As for the “other English 
poets,” their identity remains a secret 
locked in the bosom of the editors of 
Vorwaerts. Since “reformed Egyp-
tian” was being written long after 
New Testament times, the charges of 
anachronism on linguistic grounds are 
worthless. But the basic issue is one 
which is being fought out furiously 
today, and the apple of discord is not 
the Book of Mormon but the Scrolls.

That New Testament language and 
thought cannot possibly have been 
familiar to the ancient Jews is a 
fiercely defended axiom in some 
schools. Less than a year ago Solo-
mon Zeitlin declared of the Scrolls, 
“The entire story of the discovery 
may be a hoax,” and even if it were 
not, still the Scrolls “have no value 
for the history of the Jewish people, 
of the development of their ideas, or 
literature, or language. The so-called 
Manual of Discipline is a conglomera-
tion of words. The Hebrew text 
makes no sense ... it undoubtedly 
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was written by an uneducated Jew 
of the Middle Ages.”38 How strange-
ly like the conventional criticism of 
the Book of Mormon this reads! 
Yet here we have to do with texts 
which the ablest scholars of our time 
have declared to be not only genuine, 
but also the most important discovery 
ever made in Biblical archaeology! 
How is such disagreement possible 
among the doctors in the face of so 
much evidence? Paul Kahle has dis-
coursed at length on the incredible 
stubbornness and self-will of the best 
religious scholars when they make up 
their minds on a subject. One ex-
pert now decides that the Scrolls 
are a Kurdish production of the 
twelfth century A.D.39 On what does 
he base this remarkable deduction? 
On certain details of literary style! 
But what of the other evidence, such 
as the fact that “not a single medieval 
manuscript exhibits the same script as 
the Scrolls”?40 That is simply ignored. 
The scholars who maintain that the 
Scrolls are medieval “accord prefer-
ential treatment to the evidence sup-
plied by the . . . literary and linguis-
tic relations between the Scrolls” and 
other medieval documents, according 
to Teicher, while on the other hand 
“the archaeologists and palaeogra-
phers ... set their feet on what they 
consider to be the firm ground of their 
palaeographic and archaeological evi-
dence and reject airily the literary 
and linguistic evidence.”41 As an il-
lustration, “to maintain, as Dr. Weis 
does, that ‘the examination of the 
Habakkuk Scroll suggests that it was 
written about the year 1096 by 
an Isawite or a Judganite,’ is, in view 
of the archaeological and palaeologi- 
cal evidence alone, simply impos-
sible.”42

It is because it has been judged in 
the light of certain fundamental pre-
conceptions about the nature of Jew-
ish and Christian history that the 
Book of Mormon has been held to 
be a mass of crude anachronisms. To-
day the. finding of the Scrolls shows 
these fundamental preconceptions to 
have been quite false: “Everything is 
now changed,” writes Dupont-Som-
mer, “and all the problems relative 
to primitive Christianity—problems 
earnestly examined for so many 
centuries—all these problems hence-
forth find themselves placed in a new 
light, which forces us to reconsider 
them completely. ... It is not a 
single revolution in the study of bibli-
cal exegesis which the Dead Sea docu-
ments have brought about; it is, one 
already feels, a whole cascade of 
revolutions.”43 Recently a leading 
English liberal clergyman has de-
clared that in order to support the 
accepted viewpoints he and his fel-
lows have been under constant strain 
“of having to contort his (Christ’s) 
message, ignoring a considerable por-
tion of it and making unwarranted 
deductions from other parts, to suit 
our preconceptions”; the confession 
of this folly and the acceptance of 
literal interpretations in place of what 
he calls the “liberal, ameliorist, so-
cial-gospel” view, “gives a sense of 
relief, of illumination, of enlarge-
ment.”44

Such changing points of view, 
largely the result of the new discov-
eries, are very significant for Book of 
Mormon study. Their immediate re-
sult is to show for the first time on 
what extremely flimsy groundwork 
criticism of the Book of Mormon has 
rested in the past. Recently the 
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N E W  A P P R O A C H E S  T O  B O O K  O F  M O R M O N  S T U D Y
( C o nti n u e d fr o m pr e c e di n g  p a g e)  

writ er  h as b e e n t a k e n t o t as k f or 
d e ali n g s o m e w h at r o u g hl y wit h  t h e 
c o n v e nti o n al c o m m e nt at ors o n  E z e k -
i el. It is t h er ef or e wit h  c o nsi d er a bl e  
c o m pl a c e n c y t h at h e c a n n o w  p oi nt  
t o W.  A.  Ir wi n’s v er y  r e c e nt st u d y o n  
E z e ki el  r es e ar c h b et w e e n 1 9 4 3 a n d  
1 9 5 3, i n w hi c h  t h at s c h ol ar aft er a  
t h or o u g h i n v esti g ati o n c a n a n n o u n c e  
t h at i n s pit e of  t h e dili g e n c e  a n d  n u m -
b er  of  t h e r es e ar c h ers, “ n ot  a si n gl e  
s c h ol ar h as s u c c e e d e d i n c o n vi n ci n g  
his c oll e a g u es of t h e fi n alit y of his  
a n al ysis  of  s o m u c h  as o n e  p ass a g e! ” 4 5  
T h o u g h  t h e e x p erts pr o p o u n d  wil dl y  
v ar yi n g vi e ws — s o m e h a vi n g  E z e ki el  
fl o uris hi n g i n P al esti n e  i n 4 0 0 B. C.,  
w hil e  M ess el  d at es his c all, wit h  
gr e at  e x a ct n ess at  5 9 3  B. C. — n o n e  of  
t h e m b ot h ers  t o s u b mit t h e e vi d e n c e  
f or his cl ai ms: “ It is u nf ort u n at e, ” 
s a ys Ir wi n, aft er a c ar ef ul s ur v e y of  
t h e w h ol e  fi el d, “ t h at n o n e  of t h es e 
s c h ol ars ar g u e d his p ositi o n. W e  
c o n c e d e  r e a dil y t h at t h e y h a d  w ei g ht y  
r e as o ns f or t h eir vi e ws,  b ut  as m att ers  
st a n d, t h e y h a v e  gi v e n  o nl y  o pi ni o ns,  
w h e n  t h e sit u ati o n cri es al o u d f or 
ass e m bli n g of  e vi d e n c e a n d f or cl os e-  
k nit ar g u m e nt. ” 4 6 E v er y E z e ki el  
s c h ol ar, a c c or di n g t o Ir wi n, f oll o ws 
“ t h e m et h o d  t h at is f ar t o o fr e q u e nt 
i n Ol d  T est a m e nt  criti cis m, t h at of  
pr es e nti n g a pl a usi bl e st or y as fi n al 
e vi d e n c e i n a c as e, w h e n  i n r e alit y 
it is n ot  e vi d e n c e at all. ” 4 7 T h e  r e-
s ult of t his is t h at “ as s o o n as o n e  
p us h es  b e y o n d  t h e g e n er al  a d missi o n  
of s p uri o us m att er  i n t h e b o o k,  a n d  
s e e ks t o i d e ntif y it, h e is at o n c e  
pl u n g e d  i nt o c o nf usi o n  a n d  c h a os n ot  
o n e  w hit  r eli e v e d t hr o u g h t h es e y e ars.  
Still  w ors e,  t h er e is n o  cl e arl y  e m er g -
i n g r e c o g niti o n of  a  s o u n d m et h o d  b y  
w hi c h  t o ass a ult t his pri m e  pr o bl e m.  
E v er y  s c h ol ar g o es  his  o w n  w a y,  a n d  
a c c or di n g t o his pri v at e  pr e dil e cti o n  
c h o os es w h at  is g e n ui n e  a n d  w h at  is 
s e c o n d ar y i n t h e b o o k;  a n d  t h e fi g ur e 
a n d w or k  of E z e ki el  still d w ell i n 
t hi c k d ar k n ess. ” 4 3 C a n  w e  e x p e ct  
t h e B o o k  of M or m o n  t o e nj o y u n -
pr ej u di c e d a n d o bj e cti v e criti cis m  
w h e n  s u c h tr e at m e nt is a c c or d e d t h e 
Bi bl e ?

A n y  “ C hrist ol o gi c al ” el e m e nts i n 
t h e B o o k  of  M or m o n  m ust  h a v e  t a k e n 
t h eir ris e n ot  m er el y  i n pr e- C hristi a n  

. ti m es b ut  'i n- t h at w orl d  t o w hi c h  t h e 
N e p hit es  m ust  ulti m at el y tr a c e all  
t h eir Isr a elitis h tr a diti o ns, t h e J er u-  
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s al e m of  6 0 0  B. C.  N o w  t h er e is m u c h  
t o i n di c at e t h at t h at p eri o d  w as  o n e  
of t h os e ti m es w h e n  gr e at e m p h asis  
w as  b ei n g  l ai d o n  t h e M essi a ni c  d o c -
tri n e.4 9 O n e  l e a vi n g J er us al e m at  
t h at ti m e w o ul d  t a k e wit h  hi m a  
p o w erf ull y  pr o p h eti c  r eli gi o n, u n d a m -
a g e d b y  t h e c e nt uri es of l e ar n e d e x -
p ositi o n a n d r ati o n ali z ati o n w hi c h  
w er e  t o m a k e  t h e J e wis h r eli gi o n a  
pr o d u ct  of s c h o ols a n d c o m mitt e es. 5 0  
T h e  w h ol e  tr e at m e nt of t h e M es -
si a ni c tr a diti o n a n d t h e missi o n  of  
Isr a el i n t h e B o o k  of  M or m o n  is of  a  
pi e c e  n ot  wit h  t h e d e m o nstr ati o ns  a n d  
s e nt e nti a e of t h e d o ct ors n or wit h  
t h e fli g hts of t h e m ysti cs,  b ut  wit h  
t h e s yst e m ati c a n d tr a diti o n al e x p o -
siti o n w hi c h  w e  fi n d i n t h e S cr olls  
a n d A p o cr y p h a. B ot h  i n t h e Ol d  
W orl d  a n d t h e N e w  w e  ar e l e d i nt o 
a p o ol of c o m m o n i d e as a n d t er ms 
c e nt eri n g a b o ut t h e M essi a ni c  c o n -
c e pt.

“ I n e v er y a g e, ” writ es  G u erri er,  
dis c ussi n g  p ar all els  i n e arl y C hristi a n  
p a p yri, “ a n d es p e ci all y w h er e  r e-
li gi o us m att er  is c o n c er n e d, t h er e h as  
cir c ul at e d i n a m or e  or  l ess e xt e nsi v e  
ar e a ( of t h e N e ar  E ast)  a c ert ai n  
f u n d of  i d e as a n d f or m ul as, e x a ct or  
i n e x a ct, w hi c h  h a v e b e e n e m pl o y e d  
e v er y w h er e, a n d it is n ot  al w a ys  e as y  
t o dis c o v er  t h eir ori gi n. ” As  a r es ult, 
h e  s a ys, w e  fi n d p ar all els  e v er y w h er e,  
wit h o ut  b ei n g  a bl e t o tr a c e t h e m t o 
a n y si n gl e d o ctri n e  or  d o c u m e nt  as a  
s o ur c e; f or e x a m pl e,  t h e T est a m e nt  of  
t h e T w el v e  P atri ar c hs,  t h o u g h pr e-  
C hristi a n a n d n o n- C hristi a n, is 
t h or o u g hl y t y pi c al of g e n ui n e  e arl y  
C hristi a n  writi n g. 5 1 W e  n e e d  n ot  b e  
s ur pris e d if stri ki n g b ut  c o m m o n  i d e as 
c a n n ot  b e  r u n d o w n  t o t h eir s o ur c es, 
f or fr o m t h e v er y  b e gi n ni n g  b orr o w -
i n g h as b e e n g e n er al a n d u ni v ers al  
i n t h e E ast:  “ as s o o n as a b o o k  w as  
c o m pl et e d, its lif e e n d e d. . . . T h er e  
w as  n o  i d e a i n t h os e ti m es of  a ut h or -
s hi p ... a b o o k  w as  n o b o d y ’s pr o p -
ert y. It b el o n g e d t o e v er y o n e. ” 5 2  
T e xts  f ar m or e  a n ci e nt t h a n t h e 
S cr olls,  n o w  r e a d wit h  a n e w  u n d er -
st a n di n g, s h o w us h o w all t hr o u g h 
t h e a g es t h e s a m e i d e as a n d e v e n  
t h e s a m e e x pr essi o ns h a v e  b e e n  c ur -
r e nt wit h  r e g ar d t o a n  e x p e ct e d  M es -
si a h. 5 3 B ut  i n p arti c ul ar  t h er e h a v e  
al w a ys b e e n  s p e ci al gr o u ps of pi o us  
p e o pl e, s e p ar ati n g t h e ms el v es fr o m 
t h e m ai n  b o d y  of  Isr a el t o pr e p ar e  i n 
a m ost  p arti c ul ar  w a y  f or t h e c o mi n g  

of t h e L or d,  a n d t h er e b y i n c urri n g 
t h e m o c k er y,  wr at h,  a n d p ers e c uti o n  
of  t h e s o ci et y as a w h ol e,  u n d er  t h e 
l e a d ers hi p of c o ns er v ati v e pri ests. 5 4  
T his  sit u ati o n is i n di c at e d i n t h e 
S cr olls  a n d als o i n t h e L a c his h  l et-
t ers, w hi c h  ar e  c o nt e m p or a n e o us  wit h  
L e hi. 5 3 It is t ers el y a n d fi n el y d e -
s cri b e d i n t h e B o o k  of M or m o n  as  
w ell:  “ O ur  f at h er L e hi  w as  dri v e n  
o ut  of  J er us al e m b e c a us e  h e  t estifi e d 
of t h es e t hi n gs. N e p hi  als o t esti-
fi e d of  t h es e t hi n gs, a n d als o al m ost  
all of  o ur  f at h ers, e v e n d o w n  t o t his 
ti m e; y e a, t h e y h a v e  t estifi e d of t h e 
c o mi n g of C hrist,  a n d h a v e l o o k e d 
f or w ar d, a n d h a v e r ej oi c e d i n his  
d a y w hi c h  is t o c o m e. ” ( H el a m a n 
8: 2 2.) H er e  w e  ar e t ol d t h at t h e 
sit u ati o n i n t h e Ol d  W orl d  p ersist e d  
i n t h e N e w  W orl d,  a n d w h at  t h e 
B o o k  of M or m o n  d es cri b es — pi o us  
s e p ar atist gr o u ps  li vi n g i n a r eli gi o n 
of e x p e ct ati o n, s uff eri n g p ers e c uti o n  
a n d m o vi n g  i nt o t h e “ wil d er n ess ”  
fr o m ti m e t o ti m e u n d er i ns pir e d 
l e a d ers, w h o  oft e n  visit  r o y al c o urts  
a n d citi es o n d a n g er o us missi o n ar y  
assi g n m e nts — is pr e cis el y t h e pi ct ur e  
t h at is b e gi n ni n g t o e m er g e i n t h e 
Ol d  W orl d.

Wit h  t h e fi n di n g of t h e S cr olls  
it b e c o m es a p p ar e nt t h at l ar g e s e c -
ti o ns of t h e B o o k  of M or m o n  ( e. g., 
i n J a c o b, Al m a,  H el a m a n,  et c.)  
ar e a ct u all y s p e ci m e ns of  a v er y  p e -
c uli ar lit er ar y st yl e t h at w o ul d  b e  
e x c e e di n gl y diffi c ult  t o f or g e at a n y  
ti m e. It is still t o o e arl y  f or a d efi ni -
ti v e st u d y of t h e pr o bl e m, a n d t h e 
w h ol e  q u esti o n  of  a n ci e nt  n o n- Bi bli c al  
lit er ar y t y p es i n t h e B o o k  of  M or m o n  
h as  h ar dl y  b e e n  s cr at c h e d. B ut  t h e 
first st e p i n s u c h a n  i n v esti g ati o n h as  
alr e a d y b e e n m a d e  b y c a p a bl e r e-
s e ar c h ers w h o  h a v e  att e m pt e d t o e x -
p os e  t h e B o o k  of  M or m o n  as a  t y pi c al 
m o d er n  A m eri c a n  f a bri c ati o n. N o w  
it t a k es n o gr e at  g e ni us t o dis c o v er  
t h at t h e B o o k  of M or m o n  first a p -
p e ar e d i n w est er n  N e w  Y or k  i n t h e 
e arl y ni n et e e nt h c e nt ur y: t h at is a 
gi v e n q u a ntit y. W h at  t h e lit er ar y 
s a v a nt m ust  s h o w us is t h at it is a 
t y pi c al pr o d u cti o n  of  its e n vir o n m e nt  
— t h at t h er e w er e  m a n y,  m a n y  ot h er  
writi n gs  j ust li k e t h e B o o k  of M or -
m o n  b ei n g  pr o d u c e d  i n t h e w orl d  of  
J os e p h S mit h. If t h at is as ki n g t o o 
m u c h,  l et t h e e x p erts f ur nis h b ut  o n e  
ot h er  e x a m pl e  of  s u c h a b o o k. It will  
n ot  d o m er el y  t o p oi nt t o a n y t e xt 

( C o nti n u e d o n  p a g e 1 7 0)
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N E W  A P P R O A C H E S  T O  B O O K  O F  M O R M O N  S T U D Y

( C o nti n u e d fr o m p a g e 1 5 0)  

usi n g  “ t h e e” ’ a n d “ t h o u,” or t o a n y  
w or k  t h at m e nti o ns  t h e l ost tri b es or  
a p ossi bl e  H e br e w  ori gi n  f or t h e I n-
di a ns or a n ci e nt w ars  a n d mi gr a -
ti o ns— w h at  w e  m ust  h a v e  is a b o o k  
t h at is s o m et hi n g li k e t h e B o o k  of  
M or m o n,. w hi c h  r es e m bl es it i n f or m 
a n d str u ct ur e, a n d n ot m er el y  i n 
c as u al  a n d  f ar-f et c h e d p ar all els  of  d e -
t ail s u c h as a b o u n d i n all lit er at ur e. 
It is n ot e n o u g h t o o bs er v e t h at 
“ L e hi ” s o u n ds li k e “ L e hi g h ” or  t h at 
a m a n  w as  m ur d er e d  o n  t h e s h or es of  
L a k e  Eri e  i n J os e p h S mit h ’s d a y —  
n ot hi n g is pr o v e d b y s u c h sill y 
p ar all els. T h e  Bi bl e  will  n ot d o,  
eit h er, f or t h e Bi bl e  w as  n ot  writt e n  
i n w est er n  N e w  Y or k  i n t h e e arl y  
ni n et e e nt h  c e nt ur y. If w e  c a n fi n d a  
b o o k writt e n  i n i mit ati o n of t h e 
Bi bl e,  t h at will  d o f or o ur  p oi nt  of 
d e p art ur e — b ut  e v e n f or s u c h a b o o k  
w e  s e ar c h i n v ai n.

T h e  B o o k  of M or m o n  li k e t h e 
Bi bl e  is a n or g a ni c  w h ol e.  W e  ar e  
as ki n g  t h e lit er ar y e x p erts t o pr o d u c e  
j ust o n e m o d er n  w or k  w hi c h  r e-
s e m bl es it as s u c h. T h er e  ar e, w e  
b eli e v e, pl e nt y of a n ci e nt p ar all els,  
b ut  if t h e B o o k  of  M or m o n  is a fr a u d, 
a  c h e at, a c o p y,  a t h eft, et c.,  as p e o pl e  
h a v e  s ai d it is, w e  h a v e  e v er y ri g ht 
t o as k  f or a  s a m pli n g of  t h e a b u n d a nt  
a n d o b vi o us s o ur c es fr o m w hi c h  it 
w as  t a k e n. S mit h ’s Vi e w  of  t h e I n-
di a ns is n o m or e  li k e t h e B o o k  of  
M or m o n  t h a n a t el e p h o n e dir e ct or y.  
All  att e m pts t o fi n d c o nt e m p or ar y  
w or ks  w hi c h  t h e B o o k  of M or m o n  
e v e n r e m ot el y r es e m bl es h a v e b e e n  
c o ns pi c u o us f ail ur es. S o  it h as  b e e n  
n e c ess ar y t o e x pl ai n t h e b o o k as a  
w or k  of  p ur e  a n d a bs ol ut e fi cti o n, a  
n o n-r eli gi o us, m o n e y- m a ki n g  r o-
m a n c e.  B ut  o n e n e e d o nl y r e a d a  
p a g e of t h e b o o k at r a n d o m t o s e e 
t h at it is a r eli gi o us b o o k t hr o u g h 
a n d  t hr o u g h, a n d  o n e  n e e d  o nl y  r e a d 
t h e titl e p a g e  of t h e first e diti o n t o 
s e e t h at it is gi v e n t o t h e w orl d  Ms  
h ol y  s cri pt ur e, n o  l ess. H er e  w e  c o m e  
t o t h e cr u x of  t h e w h ol e  m att er.

T h e  w h ol e  f or c e a n d m e a ni n g  of  
t h e B o o k  of M or m o n  r ests o n o n e  
pr o p ositi o n: t h at it is tr u e. It w as  
writt e n  a n d  p u blis h e d  t o b e  b eli e v e d.

P e o pl e w h o  b eli e v e t h e B o o k  of  
M or m o n  ( a n d t h e writ er  is o n e of  
t h e m) t hi n k it is t h e m ost  w o n d erf ul  
d o c u m e nt i n t h e w orl d. B ut  if it 
w er e  n ot  tr u e, t h e writ er  c o ul d n ot  
i m a gi n e a m or e  dis m al  p erf or m a n c e.  
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T h er e  is n ot hi n g  p ar a d o xi c al  i n t his. 
As  Arist otl e  n ot e d,  t h e b ett er  a t hi n g 
is, t h e m or e  d e pr a v e d is a s p uri o us 
i mit ati o n of  it. A n  i mit ati o n n urs er y  
r h y m e m a y  b e  al m ost as g o o d  as a n  
ori gi n al, b ut a k n o wi n gl y f a k e d 
m at h e m ati c al  e q u ati o n w o ul d  b e t h e 
a b o mi n ati o n of d es ol ati o n. C ur v es  
a n d e q u ati o ns d eri v e all t h eir v al u e  
n ot  fr o m t h e h ar d  w or k  t h e y r e pr e-
s e nt or  t h e n e at n ess  wit h  w hi c h  t h e y 
ar e pr es e nt e d  o n  p a p er,  b ut  fr o m o n e  
f a ct al o n e — t h e f a ct t h at t h e y s p e a k 
t h e tr ut h a n d c o m m u ni c at e v ali d  
k n o wl e d g e. Wit h o ut  t h at t h e y ar e  
l ess t h a n n ot hi n g. T o  t h os e w h o  u n -
d erst a n d  a n d b eli e v e t h at E  =  m e * 2 *  
t h at st at e m e nt is a r e v el ati o n of  
p o w er; t o t h os e w h o  d o n ot  u n d er -
st a n d or b eli e v e it ( a n d t h er e ar e  
m a n y!)  it is n ot hi n g  s h ort of  a n i n-
s ol e nt a n d bl as p h e m o us  fr a u d. S o  it’ 
is wit h  t h e B o o k  of  M or m o n,  w hi c h  
if b eli e v e d  is a r e v el ati o n of p o w er,  
b ut  ot h er wis e  is a  n o ns e nsi c al  j u m bl e. 
“ S ur el y, ” wr ot e  Sir  Ri c h ar d  B urt o n,  
“ t h er e n e v er w as  a b o o k s o t h or-
o u g hl y d ull a n d h e a v y; it is as  
m o n ot o n o us  as a s a g e- pr airi e. ”

It will  b e s ai d t h at t his m er el y  
pr o v es  t h at t h e gr e at n ess  of  t h e B o o k 
of  M or m o n  li es e ntir el y i n t h e mi n d  
of t h e r e a d er. N ot  e ntir el y! T h er e  
ar e  p e o pl e  w h o  l o at h e B a c h  a n d  c a n ’t 
st a n d B e et h o v e n;  it w as  o n c e  as  p o p u -
l ar a m o n g  cl e v er a n d  e d u c at e d  p e o pl e  
t o dis d ai n H o m er  a n d S h a k es p e ar e  
as b ar b ari c as it is n o w pr o p er t o 
r h a ps o di z e a b o ut  t h e m i n gr e at  b o o ks  
cl u bs. Diff er e nt  r e a d ers r e a ct dif -
f er e ntl y t o t h es e t hi n gs— b ut t h e y 
m ust  h a v e s o m et hi n g v ali d t o w or k  
o n. W e  ar e n ot l a yi n g d o w n  r ul es 
f or t ast e or  s a yi n g t h at t h e B o o k  of  
M or m o n  is g o o d  b e c a us e  s o m e p e o pl e  
li k e it or  b a d  b e c a us e  ot h ers  d o  n ot.  
W h at  w e  ar e s a yi n g is t h at t h e B o o k 
of  M or m o n,  w h at e v er  o n e  m a y  t hi n k 

of it, is o n e  of t h e gr e at r e aliti es of  
o ur  ti m e, a n d t h at w h at  m a k es  it s o 
is t h at c ert ai n p e o pl e  b eli e v e  it. Its 
lit er ar y or artisti c q u aliti es d o n ot  
e nt er i nt o t h e dis c ussi o n:  It w as  writ -
t e n t o b e  b eli e v e d. Its o n e  a n d o nl y  
m erit  is tr ut h. Wit h o ut  t h at m erit,  
it is all t h at n o n- b eli e v ers  s a y it is: 
Wit h  t h e m erit  it is all t h at b eli e v ers  
s a y it is. A n d  w e  m ust  i nsist o n  t his 

* Ei nst ei n e q u ati o n:
E  =  e n e r g y i n e a c h p a rti cl e  of m att e r  
m  =  m ass  o r  w ei g ht  of m att e r  
c  =  t h e s p e e d of li g ht
2  =  t h e s q u a ri n g of t h e n u m b e r.

tr uis m b e c a us e  it s u p pli es a v al u a bl e  
cl u e t o t h e a ut h ors hi p of t h e b o o k.  

( T o b e c o nti n u e d)
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