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I Will Dispense with Covering Nine of the Rebuttal Points 

I had planned on addressing  ten more specific issues in this paper, bringing the total to 25 

rebuttal points, however, since the author and his followers have made virtually no attempt to 

put up a  credible defense of the 15 rebuttal points I have addressed thus far, I feel that the point 

has been sufficiently made - the book has numerous inaccuracies in it. There is no point in 

beating a dead horse. I have therefore decided to dispense with nine of the remaining 101. I am, 

however, going to address the final topic and rubuttal point that I am so passionate about, 

namely,  the truthfulness and importance of section 110.  

Was Section 110 a Fictitious Revelation? 

Of the many teachings found in PTHG, I believe few are more potentially disruptive to a person's 
faith in the scriptures of the restoration than the way that the author characterizes section 110  

So powerful was the effect of PTHG on one of the readers of the book, that he listed the 
following points in the comments section of my blog: 

"Some things to consider about D&C 110 (Adapted from PTHG): 

1. It was written by Warren Cowdery in the third person in the back of Joseph Smith’s 1835-
1836 journal. It seems as if it was the last entry. Although, there were blank pages after this 
third person account of the Kirtland Temple experience. This is the only account we have of it. 
There is no second or third witness (unless the Holy Ghost witnesses to you). 

2. All of the contemporary records of the period never record any mention by Joseph Smith of 
visitations from Moses, Elias and Elijah. 
 
3. It was never taught by Joseph Smith. Not even once. 

4. Oliver Cowdery never taught it, mentioned it or wrote about it. Even in Oliver’s final written 
testimony given on January 13, 1849 he only mentions seeing Moroni, John the Baptist, and 
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Peter, James, and John. It is interesting that he doesn’t say he ever saw Christ let alone Moses, 
Elias and Elijah. 

Here is his testimony (from http://www.boap.org): 

“While darkness covered the earth and gross darkness the people; long after the authority to 
administer in holy things had been taken away, the Lord opened the heavens and sent forth 
His word for the salvation of Israel. In fulfillment of the sacred scriptures, the everlasting 
gospel was proclaimed by the mighty angel (Moroni) who, clothed with the authority of his 
mission, gave glory to God in the highest. This # gospel is the `stone taken from the mountain 
without hands.’ John the Baptist, holding the keys of the Aaronic Priesthood; Peter, James and 
John, holding the keys of the Melchizedek Priesthood, have also ministered for those who shall 
be heirs of salvation, and with these administrations, ordained men to the same priesthoods. 
These priesthoods, with their authority, are now, and must continue to be, in the body of the 
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints. Blessed is the elder who has received the same, and 
thrice blessed and holy is he who shall endure to the end. 

“Accept assurances, dear brother, of the unfeigned prayer of him who, in connection with 
Joseph the Seer, was blessed with the above ministrations, and who earnestly and devoutly 
hopes to meet you in the celestial glory.” Oliver Cowdery. To Samuel W. Richards, January 13, 
1849. 

Thus, by the foregoing testimony which he bears, as his last written, and virtually his dying 
testimony, is secured the promise made to him by the Lord in the early part of his career, that 
“the gates of hell should not prevail against him; and he should be lifted up at the last day.” 

Notice how Oliver is not hiding anything. He uses the term “unfeigned.” It seems he is not 
trying to hide a secret visitation from Christ, Moses, Elias and Elijah. He is being sincere. I take 
him at his word. 
 
5. Oliver Cowdery’s “Kirtland Sketch Book” ends the day before the apperances recorded in 
D&C 110 even though it also had blank pages left. (PTHG p. 76) 

6. “Joseph referred to Elijah’s return as still future event”. (PTHG p.75) Joseph first mentions 
the promise of Elijah’s return when telling his history of Moroni’s visit to him in 1823. This was 
written in 1838. 2 years after the Kirtland experience. Joseph taught in his sermons in the 
Nauvoo period that Elijah’s return was in the future. I believe him. 

7. “We don’t have any reliable way of knowing when Warren Cowdery inserted the account 
found in the last pages of the journal.” (PTHG p. 76) 

8. We don’t know what source told Warren Cowdery of the event since Joseph and Oliver were 
the only ones present. (PTHG p. 76) 

http://www.boap.org/


9. It “is perhaps significant that Warren Cowdery wrote an article a year later in March, 1837 
about these Old Testament prophets. His article refers to Peter on the Mount of 
Transfiguration witnessing the appearance of Moses and Elias.” (See Messenger and Advocate, 
March 1837, Vol. 3, No. 30, p. 470.) “So if Joseph and Oliver failed to mention the appearance 
Moses and Elijah, the scribe who wrote the event displayed an interest in the subject and even 
some appreciation for the potential doctrinal significance such an event might bring.” (PTHG p. 
77) 

10. D&C 110 was unknown in the 1830′s and 1840′s until finally discovered and published in 
1852. (PTHG p. 77) 

11. Orson Pratt was the first one to teach that Elijah had returned and affirms that the sealing 
keys and power were “committed and restored to the earth by Elijah.” to Joseph. (PTHG p. 78) 
God’s word alone confers the sealing power (See Helaman 10:3-10 and D&C 132:46). Also D&C 
121 mentions that the rights of the priesthood are connected with powers of heaven. In other 
words power comes from heaven not men. 
Denver shows that the sealing power was given to Joseph much earlier than 1836. PTHG p. 
326-327: 
 
 1. Around 1829 Joseph receives revelation concerning plural wives. 
 
 2. In 1831 Joseph obeyed revelation at considerable personal sacrifice  (D&C 132:50) 
 
 3. Following 1831 Joseph’s sacrifice was accepted and his calling and  election was 
confirmed and the Lord granted him the sealing power (D&C  132:46-49). Denver indicates this 
may have happened on the occasion  mentioned in D&C 128:21 which says: And again, the 
voice of God in the  chamber of Father Whitmer . . .) 
 
 4. On Dec. 27 1832 Joseph used the sealing power to seal a group of saints  to 
eternal life (D&C 88:2-5). This required him to be in possession of the  sealing power. 
 
 5. April 3, 1836 the events recorded in D&C 110 are said to happen. 

12. The account in D&C 110 never states Elijah gave or committed anything to Joseph and 
Oliver. Elijah just confirms that the Dispensation keys were in Joseph’s possession. PTHG p. 327 
 
“Now, if you disagree with history and you are perfectly content with what Orson Pratt 
bequeathed us as the accompanying commentary when the account was discovered, then you 
needn’t give this one further thought.  

There have been generations come and go with that explanation regarded as the absolute 
truth and the basis for our Temple work. So you’ll be in good company. But there are those 
serious minded individuals who are trying to sort this out right now at high levels of the Church 



who know these are important issues which are NOT as settled as the past pronouncements 
make it appear. In fact, I doubt the current explanations will last much longer because the 
record simply does not support the conclusions we have urged.  

The place to start is not after the 1850′s discovery, when there were conclusions leaped to by 
Orson Pratt which then became the operative explanation thereafter. The place to start is 
instead from 1836 to 1844 in the records of that time. What was Joseph saying? What was 
Oliver saying? Why did both of them leave out mention of Elijah in their testimonies of who 
had come to visit with them? Where did Section 110 come from? That is, who did Warren 
Cowdery consult with to learn the material he wrote into the book? I work on that in both the 
book and the talk.” (http://denversnuffer.blogspot.com/2011/10/history-of-elijah-
doctrine.html) 

I will add something else. In D&C 110:14, it states that the time has “fully come.” Not partially 
but fully and yet Joseph kept teaching that Elijah’s return was future. If it had fully come why 
would Elijah need to come again?" 

[end of comment on blog] 

At face value, that appears to be a rather daunting array of documentation with which to create 
doubts about section 110. 

In my opinion, the author of PTHG is clearly rejecting section 110 as an authentic revelation and 
he is pointing the finger at Warren Cowdery as the most likely culprit that fabricated a false 
revelation, without Joseph’s or Oliver’s knowledge or consent, although he speculates that 
Cowdery may have consulted with another, perhaps more seasoned, church scholar to create the 
storyline: 

"..who did Warren Cowdery consult with to learn the material he wrote into the book?" 

The above question rejects the commonly held view that Joseph and Oliver dictated to Warren 
what he should write.  

I felt that the person that posted the long comment above gleaned from PTHG, believed it would 
be impossible for anyone to refute what he considered to be overwhelming evidence in support 
of that thesis. 2 

As you can see, the author of PTHG appears to present a strong argument against the legitimacy 
of section 110. He appears to see it as a probable fabrication by Warren Cowdery and perhaps 
another conspirator.  (Though the author fails to provide a logical motive for why conspirators 
would want to secretly insert a fabricated storyline that they would not personally benefit from 
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in any way or how they could possibly have foreseen or caused that the false revelation would 
ever come to light years later or be taken seriously.)  These postulations have no doubt had a 
strong impact on some of the author’s followers. Nobody can accuse him of not doing a serious 
degree of surface research pertaining to the historicity of the event detailed in section 110. Nor is 
it surprising that he can’t seem to make any theological sense out of the revelation, since it has 
clearly also befuddled multiple generations of Church leadership since it came to light.  

Had the author of PTHG simply attacked the Church’s official interpretations of the content in 
section 110 and explained why he feels their interpretations are wrong, that would be one thing. 
But casting doubt about the historicity of the event and intentionally encouraging people to 
reject the literal words of Christ, is quite another. It concerns me greatly that someone who 
openly claims that he has communed directly with the Savior and been taught by ministering 
angels has determined, and apparently convinced thousands of others, that a revelation of Jesus 
Christ and ministering angels to the world, in direct fulfillment of ancient prophecy, is a 
fabrication of man. I believe it is a serious thing to deny such a revelation if it is true. Since I know 
it is true, I felt compelled to provide a response to the author’s contrary arguments. 

The problem is that this particular stumbling block cannot be solved the way the author has tried 
to solve it. The apparent dilemmas associated with section 110  cannot be adequately resolved 
solely through logic and surface historical evidence because the things of God are foolishness 
unto man unless they are discerned by the spirit of God3.  

There are many hidden treasures of knowledge awaiting those who earnestly search the 
scriptures  in the spirit of belief, rather than the spirit of doubt. One of them has to do with the 
true identity of Elijah the Prophet. Once this doctrine is understood, I believe the history and 
authenticity of section 110 becomes indisputably clear and easily substantiated by the Holy 
Scriptures to those with discerning spirits.  

Elijah Declares The Time Has Fully Come 

I am going to begin by examining the last four verses of section 110 because this is where the 

initial indigestion begins for most people, including the author.  

13  After this vision had closed, another great and glorious vision burst upon us; for Elijah the 
prophet, who was taken to heaven without tasting death, stood before us, and said: 
14  Behold, the time has fully come, which was spoken of by the mouth of Malachi—testifying 
that he [Elijah] should be sent, before the great and dreadful day of the Lord come— 
15  To turn the hearts of the fathers to the children, and the children to the fathers, lest the 
whole earth be smitten with a curse— 
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16  Therefore, the keys of this dispensation are committed into your hands; and by this ye may 
know that the great and dreadful day of the Lord is near, even at the doors. 
 
A literal interpretation of those last four verses of section 110, in conjunction with the additional 

clarification provided by Moroni4, and section 27, provide the major doctrinal and historical 

stumbling blocks in assessing the credibility of the section. 

Here are the points to be considered. 

1- Did Elijah the Tishbite Make an Appearance During Joseph Smith's Ministry Prior to Section 

110? 

This question is a critical one to address because, as PTHG notes, the mere declarations made by 

Elijah the prophet in section 110 do not fulfill the claims being made. A previous appearance 

would have to have taken place for the declarations to have been true.  

Most LDS scholars, including the author of PTHG, believe that section 110 presents the first 

known claim that Elijah the Tishbite appeared during the LDS restoration movement.  

This paper will produce documentation to challenge that claim and prove that Elijah the prophet 

had made an appearance seven years prior to section 110. 

2- Did Elijah the Tishbite ever confer the priesthood BY HAND or reveal vital information 

pertaining to priesthood? 

One of the blessings of the restoration and the benefits of having a prophet, seer and revelator 

on the earth is that greater clarification can be obtained regarding ancient prophecies with vague 

and ambiguous sayings. The angel Moroni made the following statement to Joseph Smith:  

"Behold, I will reveal unto you the Priesthood, by the hand of Elijah the prophet, before the 

coming of the great and dreadful day of the Lord"5 

The above declaration by Moroni gives much greater clarity to the last four verses of Malachi, 

explaining that a literal priesthood bestowal was to be part of the appearance of Elijah and that 

the priesthood bestowal plays an integral role in turning the hearts of the fathers to the children 

and the children to the fathers. 

Most LDS scholars, including the author of PTHG, do not believe that Elijah the Prophet ever 

physically conferred priesthood by hand in this dispensation. 

                                                           
4
 JS History 1:38  

5
 JS History 1:38 



This paper will provide conclusive evidence, to those that accept modern revelation, that the Old 

Testament prophet known as Elijah the Tishbite did in fact appear and literally conduct a physical 

priesthood ordinance in which priesthood was conferred by hand. 

3- Did Elijah the Prophet ever Previously Appear and Physically Confer the Priesthood "Keys" 

pertaining to the "Gospel of Abraham" that were committed to Joseph and Oliver by Elias 

during the event documented in section 110? 

Referring to the dispensation that Elias committed to Joseph and Oliver in Section 110:12, Elijah 

makes reference to priesthood keys that pertain to the Gospel of Abraham:  

"Therefore, the keys of this dispensation are committed into your hands.." 

This begs the question, had Elijah the Tishbite previously conferred the priesthood keys having to 

do with the ancient gospel of Abraham?  

Many LDS scholars, including the author of PTHG, do not believe that priesthood keys pertaining 

to the Gospel of Abraham had ever been committed from Elijah the Prophet to Joseph or his 

associates.  

This paper will provide documentation to show that those ancient priesthood keys had 

previously been delivered. 

4- Can it be documented that Elijah the Tishbite prevented a curse from devouring the earth? 

The following declaration is made in section 110:15 which paraphrases the last verse in the last 

chapter of Malachi: 

To turn the hearts of the fathers to the children, and the children to the fathers, lest the whole 

earth be smitten with a curse— 

Both the angel Moroni and section 27 provide greater clarity to this passage, verifying that the 

entire earth would be smitten by a curse unless the priesthood conferral that turns the hearts of 

the Fathers to the Children and hearts of the Children to the Fathers is conferred. Malachi 3:11 

specifically notes that an intervention takes place wherein the Lord rebukes the devourer for the 

sake of his people.  

I am not aware of any LDS authors, including the author of PTHG, that have ever acknowledged 

an intercession by God during the ministry of Joseph Smith in which the Lord rebuked a literal 

devourer that had been unleashed to curse the whole earth. 



 This paper will document that the Gentiles that rejected the fulness of the Gospel and the whole 

world narrowly escaped annihilation because of an intercessory act that was related to the keys 

of the priesthood of the Gospel of Abraham that had been conferred by Elijah the Tishbite.  

A Seven Year Period 

The author of PTHG claims that the content in section 110 does not indicate that Elijah did 

anything other than make a declaration at that time. I concur with  that observation.  

However the author erroneously concludes that the key to unlocking the mystery  of section 110 

is in searching through  the historical records from 1836 (the date of the revelation) to 1844 (the 

martyrdom of Joseph Smith). 6 

 

Unfortunately, that is one of the assumptions that prevented him from connecting the dots and 

ultimately uncovering the truth about section 110. As we shall see, one of the key historical 

events that blows the doors wide open on this issue actually took place SEVEN YEARS BEFORE 

SECTION 110 WAS RECEIVED.7              

While the declarations by Elijah as provided in section 110 would  truly  be earthshaking and 

game changing if they could be substantiated, the lack of supporting evidence causes great pause 

to those looking for documentation to support the declarations. It is no wonder that those last 

four verses in section 110 are causing many people, including the author of PTHG, to doubt the 

authenticity of the event.  

A Fly on the Wall 

It would have been fascinating to hear the conversation between Brigham Young and his 

associates when they first discovered the account found in the early church diary that has 

become section 110. The conversation must have been a lively and interesting one as they read 

and tried to understand the meaning behind the account of Joseph and Oliver being visited by 

Christ, Moses, Elijah and Elias behind the veil.  

That account would later be published in the Deseret News in 18528 with no commentary to 

accompany it. It would eventually become canonized under the direction of Brigham Young in 

1876, one year before his death, exactly one Biblical generation of forty years after the alleged 

date that it took place.  

                                                           
6
 Malachi 3:11 

7
 Statement from the author of PTHG: "The place to start is not after the 1850's discovery, when there were conclusions leaped to by 

Orson Pratt which then became the operative explanation thereafter. The place to start is instead from 1836 to 1844 in the records of 
that time. What was Joseph saying? What was Oliver saying? Why did both of them leave out mention of Elijah in their testimonies of 
who had come to visit with them? Where did Section 110 come from?" http://denversnuffer.blogspot.com/2011_10_01_archive.html 
8
 It is quite remarkable that Joseph, Oliver and Warren had all died by the time Section 110 was found published in the Deseret News. 

https://www.lds.org/scriptures/ot/mal/3.11?lang=eng#10
http://denversnuffer.blogspot.com/2011_10_01_archive.html


After the public unveiling of the revelation it would take Orson Pratt seven years before he would 

attempt to publicly make sense out of what section 110 was saying. His August 28, 1859 

discourse, sometimes referred to as "Elijah's Latter day Mission" would become the standard in 

LDS theology with regard to the doctrine of Elijah and the alleged relationship between section 

110 and modern temple ordinances and the work for the dead. 

I’m guessing Brigham Young, Orson Pratt and the other apostles must have agonized and 

debated about whether and how it should be publicly shared with the Saints. On the one hand, 

they must have been elated to have a new doctrine and something revelatory to present to the 

church that competing branches of the restoration movement  were not aware of. On the other 

hand, this paper will suggest that they were largely in the dark about  what it was talking about 

and they needed to offer some kind of explanatory commentary if it was to become a canonized 

revelation. 

Even though I firmly believe (and will demonstrate) that the historicity and authenticity of 

Section 110 are fully established by the Holy Scriptures, without need to rely on historical 

evidences, I think its worth noting here that the LDS leadership, virtually all of whom would have 

been well acquainted with Warren Cowdery, as well as Joseph and Oliver, together with the 

established patterns and procedures for recording the revelations, might have been somewhat 

more reliable judges than Denver Snuffer to determine whether the revelation might have been 

a fabrication.  Yet they obviously concluded that it was authentic and from God. In fact, credit 

must be given them for publishing and canonizing it even when they clearly struggled to 

understand its significance.   

The primary dilemma regarding Section 110, is that it appeared as if the prophecies  of Malachi 

had not fully come to pass. The pronouncement by Elijah appeared to be without substance. 

Because of this, the fact that Joseph, Oliver and Warren had never made any mention of the 

event in public, during the remainder of their lives becomes significantly more perplexing than it 

otherwise would be.  

To add further doubt and confusion, many years after the 1836 event behind the veil, Joseph 

gave a discourse on the mission of Messiah, Elijah and Elias in Nauvoo. His remarks referred to 

the coming of Elijah as a future event, not a past event. 

Serious Minded Individuals 

One can hardly wonder why PTHG and other blog posts of the author chide the illogical 

interpretation of Pratt's that the church continues to promote: 

“Now, if you disagree with history and you are perfectly content with what Orson 
Pratt bequeathed us as the accompanying commentary when the account was 

http://jod.mrm.org/7/74


discovered, then you needn’t give this one further thought. There have been 
generations come and go with that explanation regarded as the absolute truth and 
the basis for our Temple work. So you’ll be in good company. But there are those 
serious minded individuals who are trying to sort this out right now at high levels of 
the Church who know these are important issues which are NOT as settled as the 
past pronouncements make it appear. In fact, I doubt the current explanations will 
last much longer because the record simply does not support the conclusions we 
have urged.9 

In fairness to the author, he was only arriving at the conclusion that any secular 
researcher could possibly arrive at, given the external historical and doctrinal evidence 
that he had to work with. Clearly the fulfillment of declared events was not readily 
apparent.  

While I agree with Snuffer  that Pratt's attempt to integrate temple work and 
genealogy work for the dead into the prophetic narrative of section 110 was illogical 
and scripturally insupportable,  I vehemently disagree with Denver Snuffer's dark 
insinuations that section 110 and the associated Elijah doctrine contained in it is 
fictitious. 

Section 110, and the Elijah doctrine it presents, is absolutely true and this paper will 
prove it point by point. In this rebuttal point it will be shown that Elijah the prophet, 
from the Old Testament did, previous to April 3, 1836, make an appearance to Joseph 
and Oliver.  He did provide a physical priesthood conferral ordinance by hand and he 
did reveal the priesthood. His declaration about the prophecy of Malachi being fulfilled 
was true. 

This paper will show that Elijah's appearance was instrumental in turning the heart of 
the Fathers to the Children and the heart of the Children to the Fathers in fulfillment of 
God's promise with Abraham that his posterity would bless the nations of the earth 
with the Gospel of Jesus Christ.  

This paper will document that the restoration of this priesthood and related 
interventions prevented the great curse from going forth. It caused the Lord to rebuke 
the devourer from going forth during the LDS restoration movement. The gentile 
church dodged a bullet without even knowing it! 

The Inspired Version Reveals the Great Secret of Who Elijah Is  
It Testifies that Section 110 is True 
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Some context is necessary in developing and understanding my response to the claims 
made in PTHG regarding section 110. To begin with, allow me to give a brief history of 
how the inspired version of the Bible will play a significant role when the Marvelous 
Work begins, and how it provides some hidden treasures of knowledge regarding the 
events of the last days, including, the secret return of Elijah the Tishbite that has taken 
place. 

While translating the Inspired version of the Bible, Joseph received section 42 on 
February 9, 1831 which was known as the law of the Gospel. Embedded within that 
revelation was the commandment to eventually govern the church using the things 
contained in the inspired version of the Bible, once it was completed and published and 
ready to be taught to all nations: 

"..That you may be prepared for the things to come" 

In section 45, given on March 7, 1831, the Lord began to reveal additional information 
regarding the prophecies contained in Matthew 24 about the events leading up to the 
last generation of time before Christ's coming in glory. Part way though the revelation 
the Lord abruptly discontinued speaking about the prophetic events of the last 
generation and said,  

"And now, behold, I say unto you, it shall not be given unto you to know any further 
concerning this chapter, [Matthew 24] until the aNew Testament be translated, and in it all 
these things shall be made known; Wherefore I give unto you that ye may now translate it, 
that ye may be prepared for the things to come." 
  
As you can see, the prophetic information contained in the inspired version of the 
Bible, particularly regarding Matthew 24, and other prophetic end times events, were 
given to prepare the Saints for the things to come. But the Saints would need to wait 
before additional information could be taught to them. 

http://www.lds.org/scriptures/dc-testament/dc/45.60?lang=eng


The Inspired Version of Matthew 24 along with two related accounts in Matthew 24 
and Mark 13, uses the term "even at the doors" when referring to the parable of the 
fig tree. Interestingly, that same phrase is employed in the last verse of Section 110 
when referring to the great and dreadful day of the Lord. (A great key is no doubt 
contained therein regarding the last days timeline and the relationship between 
section 110 and the parable of the fig tree.) 

Joseph Was Forbidden to Teach from the Inspired Version of the Bible  
Until it was Published and Canonized with the Book of Mormon 

The Lord had previously told Joseph that he was to teach by the spirit that is given by 
the prayer of faith UNTIL the "fulness of the scriptures is given". He was expressly 
forbidden to teach the secret things that were being revealed in the Inspired Version of 
the Bible UNTIL they had been RECEIVED IN FULL and the time had come for Joseph to 
TEACH THEM UNTO ALL MEN": 

"it is expedient that thou shouldst hold thy peace concerning them, and not teach 
them until thou hast received them in full. And l give unto you a commandment, 
that then ye shall teach them unto all men; for they shall be taught unto all nations, 
kindreds, tongues, and people"10. 

Joseph, Oliver, and Sidney were obviously in possession of prophetic knowledge that 
they had learned while translating the Inspired Version. They desperately wanted to 
share this key of knowledge about the end times with the Saints but they were 
forbidden by the Lord. Joseph clearly understood that when the  proper time had 
come, the new translation would be canonized and published to the world jointly with 
the Book of Mormon, 11: 

“It is not the will of the Lord to print any of the new Translation in the Star; but when 
it is published, it will all go to the world together, in a volume by itself; and the New 
Testament and the Book of Mormon will be printed together.” 12 

The Church Will Fail without the Inspired Version of the Bible 
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and, when eventually accomplished, will be a prophetic fulfillment of scripture. "The word of the LORD came again unto me, saying, 
Moreover, thou son of man, take thee one stick, and write upon it, For Judah, and for the children of Israel his companions: then take 
another stick, and write upon it, For Joseph, the stick of Ephraim, and for all the house of Israel his companions: And join them one to 
another into one stick; and they shall become one in thine hand." Ezek 37:15-17 
12

 (History of the Church, 1:341.) Some feel this is a clear reference to the prophecy in Ezekial about the stick of Ephraim becoming one 
book... 



Joseph made the following observation: 

"… that the promise of God was that the greatest blessings which God had to bestow 
should be given to those who contributed to the support of his family while he was 
translating the fulness of the Scriptures … that God had often sealed up the heavens 
because of covetousness in the Church … and except the Church receive the fulness of 
the Scriptures that they would yet fail.”13 

Few people realize that the salvation of the restored Church depended on the 
canonizing of the Inspired Version of the Bible as official scripture of the Church 
(replacing the King James version) and the publishing of the full inspired version of the 
Bible jointly with the Book of Mormon in one volume, thus allowing the prophetic 
secrets revealed therein to be made known to the world.  

For about eleven years after finishing the translation of the Bible, Joseph admonished 
the Saints to help fund the publishing of the new translation so that it could be 
canonized and sent to the nations of the world. This would enable him to teach out of 
it and reveal essential prophetic mysteries that would help the saints to be prepared. 
Sadly, it was never canonized or properly published to the world under his direction 
and to my knowledge he never publicly taught out of it during his lifetime14 

Section 110 and the Inspired Version Part Ways 

It is interesting and, in my opinion, not coincidental that the Lord chose to send the 
diary containing the content for section 110 with Brigham Young and the Twelve, and 
yet, he gave stewardship over the Inspired Version of the Bible to Emma and ultimately 
to the Reorganized Church. At the time of the succession crisis, Emma refused to hand 
the inspired version of the Bible over to Brigham and the Twelve. 

The inspired version contained the interpretive keys that clarified the content and 
testified of the truthfulness of section 110.  

Interestingly, the inspired version was published for the first time in 1876 by the 
Reorganized Church and section 110 was canonized by the Utah Church that same year. 
Both church organizations had long since established their own doctrinal beliefs 
concerning the doctrine of Elijah and their minds had been darkened by the false 
traditions of their Fathers. Some of the strange passages about Elijah in the Inspired 
Version no doubt created little more than a passing curiosity to most of those who 
perused them. 
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 (Far West Report, p. 16, quoted inTeachings of the Prophet Joseph Smith, sel. Joseph Fielding Smith, Salt Lake City: Deseret Book, 
1938, p. 9 
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 For some chronological historicity regarding the publishing of the inspired version of the Bible, click here.  

http://threewatches.blogspot.com/2008/10/45-ye-shall-teach-them-unto-all-men-for.html


 The Utah church had embraced the interpretations of section 110 and the doctrine of 
Elijah that had been presented by Orson Pratt, who had not had the advantage of 
having the secrets pertaining to the mystical identity of Elijah that were contained in 
the Inspired version of the Bible.15 

Could it be that John and Elijah have more in Common than most People Think? 

 

There are some amazing similarities between Elijah and John the Baptist.16 I am now 
going to use a very simple, keyword infographic to show the link between section 110 
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 Following the death of Joseph Smith, John Milton Bernhisel got permission from Emma Smith to copy the notes that were made into 
his own Bible. He did this in the spring of 1845. Unfortunately, it contains less than half of the corrections and was not suitable for 
publication. Prior to the 1876 publication of the inspired version by the RLDS church, the Bernhisel Bible was the only source for LDS 
Church members living in the Salt Lake Valley. It is apparent that Orson Pratt either did not consult the Bernhisel bible in preparation for 
his discourse about Elijah and section 110, or they did not contain the pertinent information relating thereto. 
16

 While most protestant ministers and apologists reject the notion that John the Baptist was Elijah, they do see similarities. They both 
wore camel skin and a leather belt, had a rough appearance, confronted wicked rulers with boldness and denounced a King, dwelt in the 
wilderness on a primitive diet, became depressed, rebuked Israel for the corruption of their religion, led many Israelites to repentance 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/John_Milton_Bernhisel
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Emma_Smith
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Salt_Lake_Valley
http://www.wilmettechurchofchrist.org/bulletin/2009/2009%2003%2008.pdf


and section 13 and the grand secret that the Inspired Version reveals about the 
mystical identity of Elijah the Prophet. 

 

As you can see from the keyword infographic, the Inspired Version of the Bible connects section 

110 with the event contained in section 13. It clarifies, in two separate passages, that Elijah the 

Prophet from the Old Testament and John the Baptist of the New Testament are one and the 

same person!  

In the infographic I have taken the liberty of noting in brackets, the New Testament term of 

"Elias" (from the Greek)  to "Elijah" (from the Hebrew) to reduce confusion, since Elias is the New 

Testament term for Elijah.  

                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
and were both victims of evil women. http://rickcowan.com/wp-content/uploads/Similarities-Between-Elijah-and-John-The-Baptist.pdf 
Interestingly, Elijah primarily ministered to the kingdom of Israel while the Baptist ministered to the Kingdom of Judah. It is believed by 
some that the final Elijah figure in the 3rd watch will unite the two kingdoms and minister to both. 

http://rickcowan.com/wp-content/uploads/Similarities-Between-Elijah-and-John-The-Baptist.pdf


Time to Pause and Reflect 

May I suggest that you stop reading this paper for a minute to collect your thoughts and deal 

with any doubts or feelings of confusion that may be flooding into your mind right now, based on 

previous assumptions.  You have possibly been conditioned to reject what you have just seen. 

Please remember that Joseph had been commissioned by God to translate the Bible by the gift 

and power of God and that the salvation of the church depended upon the information 

contained in the translation. The translation of the Bible was done during the height of Joseph's 

revelatory season, directly after he translated the Book of Mormon and during the time he was 

receiving the bulk of the revelations contained in the Book of Commandments. The Inspired 

Version of the Bible was commanded, inspired, and endorsed by God. It contained critical 

information critical to the understanding and interpretation of end times prophecy in the Bible. 

In some ways it was almost like a type of Rosetta Stone, if you will.  

This previously unknown information that is revealed in the Inspired Version means that 

Elijah's declaration in section 110, that he had already been sent before the great and dreadful 

day of the Lord, was true. Elijah had in fact returned seven years prior, to reveal the priesthood 

“by hand”, in the form of his alter ego, even John the Baptist. 

 

His declaration in section 110 expressly referred to the event documented in section 13, which 

had taken place seven years earlier. Elijah had once again been sent in the role of an Elias, to 

prepare the way, before the great and dreadful day of the Lord, by revealing priesthood “by 

hand”. 



 

In fulfillment of the declaration of Moroni, Elijah had appeared and revealed the priesthood by 

hand to Joseph and Oliver. After conferring the lesser priesthood on them, he informed them 

about the greater Melchizedek priesthood that would be conferred on them “in due time”.17 The 

appearance of Elijah and the restoration of the priesthood actuated the fulfillment of the 

Covenant God made to Abraham that the Gospel of Jesus Christ would be taken to the nations of 

the world in the last days through a designated priesthood seedline from Abraham. This resulted 

in the turning of the heart of the fathers to the children and the heart of the children to the 

fathers!18 

This means that the appearance of John the Baptist to CONFER priesthood  BY HAND and REVEAL 

the upcoming restoration of the Melchizedek priesthood began the literal fulfillment of the 

prophecy of Malachi!  

But why did it take seven years before Elijah would make his declaration in the Kirtland Temple? 
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 Joseph Smith—History 1:72.  Contrary to popular belief, John (Elijah) was most likely referring to the upcoming special conference at 
the Morley Farm wherein the Melchizedek priesthood was revealed for the first time in the 2nd watch, not the ordination of Joseph and 
Oliver as elders.    
18

 It my belief that the term "fathers" here refers to the ancient patriarchs like Abraham Isaac and Jacob, not the generic term in the 
genealogical context. 

http://scriptures.lds.org/js_h/1/72#72


I would submit to you that the content of Malachi's prophecy was not limited to the return of 

Elijah as required to delay a curse and turn the hearts of the Fathers to the Children. During the 

seven years leading up to the visitation of Christ, Moses, Elias and Elijah as documented in 

section 110, every single prophecy in the book of Malachi pertaining to the second watch was 

fulfilled. I intend to cover this topic in greater detail in a future post or future part of this last 

rebuttal point.   

The Literal Meaning of "In Other Words" 

In the Inspired Version of Mark chapter 9 Joseph Smith did not change the name of Elijah to the 

name of John the Baptist to indicate that a mistake had taken place in the King James version of 

the Bible. No correction was being made. He was not saying that it was John the Baptist instead 

of Elijah that appeared with Moses on the mount of Transfiguration.  Rather, he simply used the 

phrase, "in other words", in the ordinary and commonly understood sense to provide 

clarification that John the Baptist and Elijah the Prophet from the Old Testament are one and the 

same person.19 

Because the author of PTHG refused to accept the text in the Inspired Version at face value and 

tried to change the interpretation to conform to his own preconceived notions, he completely 

misinterprets the incredible interpretive key that was being conveyed in JST Mark 9. Here is what 

he said about it:  

"On the Mount of Transfiguration, Elijah did not appear. It was John the Baptist. At least if 

Joseph Smith understood the matter correctly, it was John the Baptist.." 

That is simply not consistent with the scriptural record as set forth in the Inspired Version and 

other restoration scripture. The author of PTHG is putting words in Joseph's mouth to try and 

make the inspired translation conform to his own (erroneous) preconceived doctrinal 

understanding. The author continues to opine about how he arrives at that deduction: 

"In the Joseph Smith translation he inserts into verse 4 ―or in other words, John the Baptist 

and Moses.‖Therefore, Joseph rewrote the verse to clarify the identity of who was on the 

Mount at the time of transfiguration. It was not Elijah. It was John the Baptist. If Joseph Smith 
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 In  PTHG, the author blithely assumes that the phrase, "in other words" must mean something different than it normally means, since 
it didn’t make sense to  him in the way context it was used by Joseph Smith. Ironically, another high profile attorney whose writings 
greatly affected the trajectory of Mormon doctrine also discounted what the change in the inspired version actually says. In the LDS 
Bible dictionary Bruce R. McConkie erroneously states that "The curious wording of JST Mark 9:3 does not imply that the Elias at the 
Transfiguration was John the Baptist, but that in addition to Elijah the prophet, John the Baptist was present.":Pg 663 (As far as I can 
determine, neither he nor Denver Snuffer have provided any explanation for their refusal to accept Joseph Smith’s translation means 
what it clearly says, or how they justify an interpretation that is not congruent with the verbiage or any common use or understanding 
of the phrase “in other words”.) 



understood the matter [and I think he did], then it was John the Baptist and Moses who 

appeared on the Mount of Transfiguration.."20 

The above interpretation put forth in PTHG makes no sense whatsoever. Everything after the 

word “transfiguration” is a complete non sequitur!  If Elijah from the Old Testament had not been 

one of the visitors on the mount of transfiguration, Joseph Smith would have simply replaced the 

name of Elijah with the name of John the Baptist in the Inspired Version. But he didn't. 

Joseph did not rewrite the verse, he simply added a notation of clarification. This was a much 

needed clarification, for the very reasons demonstrated so clearly in the tortured and 

unsupported interpretation of Snuffer (and others) treated above! Let him who has eyes to see, 

see!   

The phrase "in other words" does not change the original meaning, it simply provides additional 

insight and elucidation. The phrase "in other words" has reference to saying the same thing in a 

different way, with greater clarity.  

Joseph Smith was clarifying and illuminating what was being said, not changing what was being 

said. This conclusion is supported and reinforced by another change in the Inspired Version. 

He Confessed and Denied Not 

In John 1:22 of the traditional King James Bible, the Baptist said "I am not" when asked if he was 

Elijah. This is probably the main reason that gospel scholars reject John as representing the literal 

return of Elijah. The Inspired version changes his response to "And he confessed and denied NOT 

that he was Elijah". This is incredible! We have two separate and distinct corrections in the 

Joseph Smith Translation of the Bible clarifying that John the Baptist represented the literal 

return of Elijah the Tishbite from the Old Testament in fulfillment of Malachi's prophecy. 

If you have the faith to believe what the Inspired Version of the Bible says about Elijah the 

Prophet literally being John the Baptist, then you have been blessed with a major game changing 

paradigm shift and epiphany and you now realize Elijah came as prophesied by Malachi. Further, 

you realize just how profoundly true the declaration by Elijah in section 110 is. Based on what the 

inspired version of the Bible teaches about the true identity of John the Baptist, there should be 

no room for doubt about the authenticity and veracity of section 110. 

The Inspired Version reveals that Elijah is John the Baptist and therefore, the prophecies declared 

by Elijah in section 110 pertaining to the 2nd watch, had indeed already fully come to pass. Elijah 

had come to restore and reveal the priesthood to Joseph and Oliver seven years before section 

110 took place. During that interim period of time, the rest of the Malachi prophecy had been 
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 http://www.scribd.com/doc/75094608/Elijah-Edited-1 

http://www.scribd.com/doc/75094608/Elijah-Edited-1


fulfilled. Thus, by the time section 110 was received, the time of the completion of the prophecy 

of Malachi had fully come! 

 

 

Although Orson Pratt did  not have the benefit of knowing that John the Baptist was literally 

Elijah the Tishbite, one must give him credit for acknowledging that the appearance of John the 

Baptist, as documented in D&C 13, was in fulfillment of Malachi 3:1- 

"John the Baptist had come, in fulfillment of the 3rd chapter of Malachi and the 40th chapter 

of Isaiah; he came to restore the Priesthood of Levi, in order that those holding it might be 

purified as gold and silver, to offer an offering in righteousness when the  Lord should suddenly 

come  to His  temple." 21 

Since Malachi 4:5-6 really just reiterates what Malachi 3:1 says, Orson Pratt was unwittingly 

declaring that John the Baptist was Elijah the Prophet and that the prophecies of Malachi had 

been fulfilled as declared by Elijah in section 110. 
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Not really a New Doctrine 

Although Joseph Smith undoubtedly took many prophetic secrets about the events of the last 

days with him to the grave, it is doubtful that there are many greater than this one about the 

true identity of  John the Baptist. There are no doubt other critical prophetic truths waiting to be 

discovered in the inspired version of the Bible which had been completed within just a few years 

after the legal organization of the church. One has to wonder how Joseph and a few close 

associates were able to keep these secrets in their breasts for more than a decade leading up to 

the martyrdom. Perhaps even they didn’t fully understand all the implications at that time, or 

perhaps Isaiah's observation that God covered the eyes of his seers provides the explanation. 

It is now apparent that God covered our eyes and wanted the Saints of the restoration who 

rejected the fulness, to remain in darkness about the true identity of Elijah, until just before the 

Marvelous Work should take place. The doctrine of Elijah returning as John the Baptist as 

clarified in the Inspired Version of the Bible was actually not a new doctrine. It was “hidden in 

plain sight” just like so many other profundities.  

The standard King James version of the Bible, with the exception of one corrupted verse, actually 

teaches the magnificent truth about Elijah being John the Baptist. Gabriel, Zacharias, Mark and 

Christ all testified that John the Baptist was Elijah. Notice the four witnesses that had already 

been provided in the traditional King James version of the Bible  before the Lord provided the 

additional clarification in the Inspired Version of the Bible: 

The Angel Gabriel Testified that John is Elijah 

In Luke 1:17, the angel that appears before Zacharias to announce that, regardless of the 

advanced age of he and his wife, a son would be granted to them by God, says irrefutably:  



 

"...and he shall go before him in the spirit and power of Elijah..."  

With the context provided by the Inspired Version, we now know that Gabriel was speaking 

literally when he said that John would have the spirit and power of Elijah. 

Zacharias Testifies that John the Baptist is Elijah 

 

Let's now review what Zacharias, the father of John the Baptist reveals in Luke 1:76. 

 "... and thou, child, shalt be called the prophet of the Highest: for thou shalt go before the face 

of the Lord to prepare His ways." 

Zacharias is identifying his son as Elijah the prophet by paraphrasing Malachi 4:5-6 and observing 

that John would be a “type” fulfillment of the prophecy by going before the Lord as an “Elias” to 

prepare the way before the coming of the Lord. 

 

Mark testifies that John the Baptist is Elijah the Prophet 

In Mark 1:1-4, John quotes the prophecy in Malachi and then acknowledges that it is referring to 

John the Baptist: 

 

“The beginning of the gospel of Jesus Christ, the Son of God; As it is written in the prophets, 

Behold, I send my messenger before thy face, which shall prepare thy way before thee. The 

voice of one crying in the wilderness, Prepare ye the way of the Lord, make his paths straight. 

John did baptize in the wilderness, and preach the baptism of repentance for the remission of 

sins." 

 

Jesus Testifies that John the Baptist is Elijah the Prophet 

"But I say unto you, That Elias is come already, and they knew him not, but have done unto 
him whatsoever they listed.  Likewise shall also the Son of man suffer of them. Then the 
disciples understood that he spake unto them of John the Baptist." (Matthew 17:12-13) 
 
As you can see, the traditional King James Version of the Bible provides four separate and distinct 
testimonies from four different witnesses that John the Baptist from the New Testament was the 
same person as Elijah the Prophet from the Old Testament.  
 

Two Elijah Fulfillments 
 



The Inspired Version of Matthew 17 provides additional useful information. It informs us that 
there are actually two messengers that will fulfill the prophecy in Malachi. The first is Elijah the 
Tishbite who returned as John the Baptist. He is characterized as Elijah the "preparer". The 
second is a latter day prophet that is characterized as Elijah the "restorer": 
 
“And Jesus answered and said unto them, Elias truly shall first come, and restore all things, as 

the prophets have written.  

And again I say unto you that Elias has come already, concerning whom it is written, Behold, I 

will send my messenger, and he shall prepare the way before me; and they knew him not, and 

have done unto him, whatsoever they listed. Likewise shall also the Son of Man suffer of them.  

But I say unto you, Who is Elias? Behold, this is Elias, whom I send to prepare the way before 

me. Then the disciples understood that he spake unto them of John the Baptist, and also of 

another who should come and restore all things, as it is written by the prophets." 

JST John 1:22 Provides a second witness that there was to be a second prophet acting in the role 

of Elias that would restore all things in the end times. 

"And they asked him, saying; How then art thou Elias? And he said, I am not that Elias who was 

to restore all things. And they asked him, saying, Art thou that prophet? And he answered, 

No." 

The amazing passages above from both the traditional King James Bible and the Inspired Version, 

reveal that Elijah the Tishbite from the Old Testament literally transmigrated back into mortality 

through a natural birthing process as John the Baptist. The above two passages reveal that Elijah 

the Prophet was to fulfill the prophecy of Malachi in the role of Elijah the preparer. He did this in 

part, in the New Testament by preparing the way before the Savior. He fully completed the 

prophecy of Malachi during the LDS restoration movement by preparing the way, before the 

Lord's secret appearance in section 110, and turning the hearts of the father to the children and 

the children to the fathers before the start of the great and dreadful day of the Lord. 

It has been demonstrated in other posts that  the above passages and additional  supporting 

documentation indicates that Joseph Smith will return as Elijah the Restorer in the third watch 

when he fulfills the prophecy of Malachi.22 Virtually all prophecies have a dual fulfillment or 

multiple fulfillments. This is another truth that has been lost on the author of PTHG. There is 

something poetic about the torch being passed from Elias [ Elijah] the preparer to Elias  [Elijah] 

the restorer in section 110. 
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 It is a well established belief among many prophecy scholars that many prophecies have multiple fulfillments. 



The Inspired Version reveals that the term Elias means one who prepares the way.23  It can be 

used as a descriptive for any calling that prepares the way for a greater work. It actually applies 

to many prophetic servants, including the second ministering angel mentioned in section 110 

that committed the dispensation of the Gospel of Abraham.24 

We have now reviewed no less than six scriptures that testify that Elijah the Prophet in the Old 

Testament returned to the earth as John the Baptist. It is my sincere desire that those readers of 

PTHG that have ears to hear and accept this truth and make the paradigm shift will have their 

belief in section 110 restored and greatly strengthened. Those who cannot transition may 

continue to deny a divine revelation and the light and knowledge contained therein. 

The Doctrine of Translation 

In a sermon given in October of 1841, Joseph Smith taught that "Translated bodies are designed 

for future missions". This sets the stage for a future work that Elijah was to do in the meridian of 

time, since he was translated and taken to heaven during Old Testament times. Joseph also 

taught that "Translated bodies cannot enter into rest until they have undergone a change 

equivalent to death". 

A change equivalent to death was necessary after Elijah's translation and future mission in order 

for him to enter into his rest and eventually appear to Joseph and Oliver two separate times in 

angelic form! Of course, we cannot discount the possibility that he could return again in the third 

watch in some capacity. 

Is Transmigration a Doctrine of the Devil? 

Many members of the church have been indoctrinated to believe that transmigration, or the 

ability for the Lord to return an ancient prophet back to the earth by literally being born again, is 

a false doctrine. This belief comes primarily25 from a misinterpretation of an event in the history 

of the church regarding Joseph Smith's encounter with a man named Joshua: 

In November 1835 a man who went by the name of Joshua paid a visit to Joseph Smith. The man 

evidently had some truth, for Joseph said he made some "excellent remarks". However, Joseph 

Smith was suspicious of him and discovered that he was Robert Mathias of New York who had 

endured trials for "murder, man slaughter, contempt of court, whipping his daughter, etc."  
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 Elias is the Greek, New Testament rendering of the Hebrew, Old Testament term, Elijah. 
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 The personage referred to as "Elias" in section 110 is in all probability referring to Father Abraham who was dispensing the 
dispensation of abraham so that the promise God made to him about his posterity blessing the nations of the earth with the Gospel of 
Jesus Christ could be activated through Joseph and Oliver.  
25

 Hebrews 9:11 is another stumbling block for many however it does not apply to Elijah since he avoided death in the Old Testament by 
being translated and carried up to heaven in a chariot of fire. 

http://www.boap.org/LDS/Parallel/1841/3Oct41.html


Joseph entertained him for a few days and finally asked him to enlighten him "on his views 

respecting the resurrection."26 Matthias made four observations: 

 1. He (Joshua) was a literal descendant of Matthias, the apostle.  

2. The spirit of Matthias was resurrected in him.  

3. The scheme of eternal life was the transmigration of the spirit from father to son.  

4. He was the spirit of truth itself and possessed the soul of Christ. 

 

To this Joseph Smith said "I told him that his doctrine was of the devil, that he was in reality in 

possession of a wicked and depraved spirit." Joseph pressed him to leave and upon his 

departing he said: "And so I, for once, cast out the devil in bodily shape, and I believe a 

murderer." History of the Church Vol. 2; pages 304-307. 

When Joseph Smith told Joshua that "his doctrine was of the devil", there is no reason to believe 

that Joseph was categorically referring to the doctrine of transmigration. He was obviously 

referring to the false belief that "the scheme of eternal life was the transmigration of the spirit 

from father to son" and the other points listed above that pertained specifically to Joshua. He 

was possibly also referring to Josuah's claim of  being the literal descendant of Matthias.  

Nothing that was said in this account within the history of the church proves that transmigration 

is a false doctrine or that Elijah the Tishbite that was translated and taken to heaven in a chariot 

of fire could not have been transmigrated as John the Baptist. Indeed, it actually provides 

support since Joseph did not take a stand against the doctrine of transmigration. 

Supporting Scriptural Documentation about John the Baptist 
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 Joshua, the Jewish Minister. "While sitting in my house, between ten and eleven this morning, a man came in and introduced himself 
to me by the name of "Joshua, the Jewish ...he observed that he was aware that I could bear stronger meat than many others, therefore 
he should open his mind the more freely Additional Views of JoshuaMatthias Dismissed by the Prophet. Tuesday, November 10.—I 
resumed conversation with Matthias, and desired him to enlighten my mind more on his views respecting the resurrection. He said that 
he possessed the spirit of his fathers, that he was a literal descendant of Matthias, the Apostle, who was chosen in the place of Judas 
that fell; that his spirit was resurrected in him; and that this was the way or scheme of eternal life—this transmigration of soul or spirit 
from father to son. I told him that his doctrine was of the devil, that he was in reality in possession of a wicked and depraved spirit, 
although he professed to be the Spirit of truth itself; and he said also that he possessed the soul of Christ. He tarried until Wednesday, 
11th, when, after breakfast, I told him, that my God told me, that his god was the devil, and I could not keep him any longer, and he 
must depart. And so I, for once, cast out the devil in bodily shape, and I believe a murderer. 

 

 



Although the documentation provided is more that adequate and compelling, the New 

Testament and modern revelation provide additional supporting evidence about the unique role 

and character of John the Baptist. 

 

Full of the Holy Ghost While In His Mothers Womb 

"For he shall be great in the sight of the Lord, and shall drink neither wine nor strong drink; and 

he shall be filled with the Holy Ghost, even from his mother's womb"27  

"..until John whom God raised up, being filled with the Holy Ghost from his mother's womb.."28 

The above passages should be a clue to the rest of humanity that John the Baptist was unique 

from the rest of us. The scriptures inform us that mankind must receive the Holy Ghost upon 

faith and repentance during mortality. The most likely way a person could be filled with the Holy 

Ghost before being born, is if he had previously lived and received a fulness of the Holy Ghost in 

a previous life. 

Baptized while he was yet in “the Womb” before he was born 

When John was approached by Christ to be baptized, the Baptist exclaimed that he himself 
should be baptized of Christ. Yet Christ brushed of that declaration. There is no account of John 
being baptized during his New Testament sojourn. Why? 
 
"Then cometh Jesus from Galilee to Jordan unto John, to be baptized of him. 
But John forbade him, saying, I have need to be baptized of thee, and comest thou to me? 
And Jesus answering said unto him, Suffer it to be so now: for thus it becometh us to fulfil all 
righteousness.  Then he suffered him."29 
 
Doesn't it seem like a person would need to be baptized himself before he would be baptising 
others? 
 
As it turns out, he was already baptized. D&C 84:28 was altered to say that John was baptized in 
“his childhood”. The original revelation to the Prophet Joseph stated that John was baptized 
while he was yet in “the Womb”. This would also explain why John was filled with the Holy 
Ghost from his mother’s womb. It is my belief that the intent of the verse was that he had been 
baptized prior to being born.30 
 

Greatest Prophet Born of Woman 
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 See the original text: Historical Development of the Doctrine and Covenants Volume 2 Part 2 also an observation here and here  
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"But what went ye out for to see?  A man clothed in soft raiment?  Behold, they which are 
gorgeously apparelled, and live delicately, are in kings' courts. But what went ye out for to see?  
A prophet?  Yea, I say unto you, and much more than a prophet. 
 
This is he, of whom it is written, Behold, I send my messenger before thy face, which shall 
prepare thy way before thee. For I say unto you, Among those that are born of women there is 
not a greater prophet than John the Baptist.."31 
 
That is quite a bold statement for the Savior to make about John. Many gospel scholars have no 
doubt wondered how a lowly Levitical priest that got his head lopped off in the New Testament 
could have been greater than someone like the Old Testament prophet, Elijah, who held the 
fulness of the priesthood, called fire down from heaven, produced numerous other miracles and 
was translated and wafted to heaven in a chariot of fire. As demonstrated in this paper, the 
answer to that dilemma is provided in the inspired version of the Bible.32  
 
Elijah's incredible condescension from the fearless and all powerful Elijah in the Old Testament, 
to a humble and persecuted forerunner of Christ in the New Testament is no doubt typological to 
God's ineffable condescension of allowing himself to take on the appearance of a man and be 
humiliated on the cross. 
 

He Was the Friend of the Bridegroom , Not Part of the Bride 
 
"Ye yourselves bear me witness, that I said, I am not the Christ, but that I am sent before him. 
He that hath the bride is the bridegroom: but the friend of the bridegroom, which standeth 
and heareth him, rejoiceth greatly because of the bridegroom's voice: this my joy therefore is 
fulfilled"33 
 
Another invaluable clue regarding the true identity of John the Baptist is given by John himself in 
the above passage. Clearly, he perceived himself to be separate and distinct from the rest of 
those who are considered to be the bride of Christ. 
 
It is rather profound and significant that John does not categorize himself as being among those 
who represent the bride, rather, he is the "friend of the bridegroom". He is putting himself 
separate to, and above, the status of the bride and closer to the status of the bridegroom is he 
not? 
 

                                                           
31

 Luke 7:25-28 
32

 Obviously, John's role in preparing the way before Christ and in testifying of and baptizing Christ may have been sufficient in and of 
itself to make him the greatest prophet born of women, nevertheless, it appears that the majesty of John includes his amazing Old 
Testament ministry. 
33

 John 3:28 



A wealth of scriptural evidence has been presented in this rebuttal point to demonstrate Joseph 
and Oliver really did have the visitation documented in Section 110. The Lord had commanded 
them to withhold prophetic information that proves that Elijah had come in fulfillment to 
malachi in 1829 and that section 110 is true. 
 
In my opinion, the documentation provided in this paper that the Lord God of Israel has 
condescended to let us have, is conclusive proof that John the Baptist is Elijah the Prophet. I 
believe this proves beyond question that the declarations made by Elijah the Prophet in Section 
110 were true and that the visitation of Christ and three other ministering angels was a true 
event. 
 
                  "Surely the Lord GOD will do nothing,  
                                                         but he revealeth his secret  
                                                                              unto his servants the prophets." 

 
 
There are a multitude of reasons why the Lord may have commanded Joseph to not teach the 
secrets in the Inspired Version and why he obviously commanded Joseph, Oliver and Warren to 
not speak publicly about the visitation behind the veil. One of them may have been to try the 
faith of his people and to see who could be led astray by false teachers. 
 
Athough I do not believe any further documentation is necessary to prove that section 110 is 
true, there are a few more items that I want to add to this final point at a future time. 
 
To be continued... 
 
 

 

 

 

 


