
for his second coming. Was it unreasonable 
for the Lord to send angels to Abraham, 
Isaac, and Jacob? Was it unreasonable for 
them to take dinner with Abraham, and 
for him to wash their feet? For Lot to lodge 
them in his house? For Joshua, Gideon, 
Daniel, Isaiah, Ezekiel, Peter, Paul, or 
the wise men and shepherds of Israel, 
or for Joseph, the husband of Mary, and 
Zacharias, or for various other holy men 
and women to see angels sent from heaven? 
It was neither unreasonable nor unscrip-
tural.

Paul says, “Are they (the angels) not 
all ministering spirits, sent to minister 
for those who shall be heirs of salvation?” 
If, then, they have this office assigned to 
them, to minister to the heirs of salvation, 
it is not an unscriptural doctrine that they 
should minister to those four men. It is 
just as reasonable that God should send an 
angel to four men in the last days, and in-
troduce his kingdom and preparatory work 
for the second advent of the Son of God, as 
it was for an angel to be sent to Zacharias 
in order that a messenger might be raised 
up to prepare the way for his first coming. 
The one is a little more reasonable than the 
other; for the latter-day coming is to far 
transcend in glory and power his first com-
ing, when he appeared among the Jews. At 
his second coming the earth will tremble 
and roll to and fro like a drunken man; the 
mountains shall fall, the valleys be raised, 
the crooked places made straight, and the 
rough places smooth, when the Lord is re-
vealed in his glory and power.

If all these things are to be fulfilled, 
Israel gathered, the fulness of the Gentiles 
brought in, and Zion built up—if the great 
Latter-day Work mentioned by the ancient 
Prophets has to be fulfilled, then it would 
not be unreasonable that an angel should

be sent from heaven to begin a work of this 
magnitude.

But, perhaps, you may admit that it is 
perfectly scriptural and reasonable that an 
angel should be sent; but, then, you may 
ask if there may not be something connect-
ed with the Book of Mormon which would 
render it inconsistent, and not entitled to 
credit, and which would prove that its pre-
tenses were an imposition.

In reply, I ask, What is there about the 
Book of Mormon that is inconsistent? What 
does it profess to be? It professes to contain 
the history of part of the tribe of Joseph, 
who came out of the land of Jerusalem 
600 years before Christ, and colonized the 
American continent. These Indian tribes 
are their descendants. When they first came 
here, they were a righteous people, and had 
with them the Scriptures, containing the law 
of Moses. When they came here, they made 
plates of gold, and on them they recorded 
their history, wars, contentions, etc. These 
plates were handed down among the ancient 
inhabitants of America for a thousand years 
after they came here. Their prophecies were 
recorded from generation to generation. 
Jesus Christ appeared to them on this land 
after his resurrection, just the same as he did 
to the people in Palestine, and showed them 
the wounds in his hands and in his feet. He 
descended before them in South America, 
and put an end to the law of Moses, which 
they practiced on this continent; and he 
introduced the Gospel in its stead, taught 
them faith and repentance, and baptism 
for the remission of sins, as in Jerusalem. 
He taught the people to come with bro-
ken hearts and contrite spirits, and humble 
themselves, and be baptized by immersion 
for the remission of their sins, and had his 
servants lay hands on them for the gift of the 
Holy Ghost, as Paul and Peter did.

The teachings  of  Jesus  were re-
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